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such a position is eveai worse than one of which 
the waters are salt to the very surface. liar with the market value of such property that | 
In the report made to the British Association | the price which could be obtained for the Phila- | 


| tion. It must be apparent to every person fami- 
| 
| | y 
for the Advancement of Science for 1863, 0n page | delphia yard would make, on the broad surface 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


the coastsurvey will repel any insinuation against 
his lutegrily or patriotism, 

But | must hasten toa close. League Island 
j | is ou fresh water. It is ina safe position. It is 
of League Island ,a station infinitely more efficient || where supplies of all Kinds are abundant, It 
than the present one. ‘Therefore, while it offers || is where the commandant, at any and all times, 
an extension of facilities, it offers also the means || upon a day’s or an hour’s notice, may summon 
of adding to their improvement. It is needed || the mechanic or artisan he needs for any of the 
| for iron-works. Itis upon fresh water, and would || branches of industry it is proposed to couduet at 
| be for that reason an infirmary or hospital, GFT || such a station as the Secretary of the Navy re- 
How ia en | fres » anit e- |) may so say,) in which nature would be the physi- || quests us to establish. ‘The situation ts a central 
erg Table XV fw be abious how vant a ier | ign, for iron or plated vessels which hia éon-|| suc; New Jorsey, Delaware, and Maryled woul 
of iron exposed to the action of sea aud of fresh water.” tracted disease while lying off the mouth of the ’ | ' b 

This statement is followed by tabular state- || sound protecting the city of New London, or i) we ll as Pennsylvania, and with her would feel 
ments of the results of experiments decisive of | else wh £9 36, OF. OEE, ; 1) RE Sees Powers ; : : 
the questions involved. We cannot keep an iron vessel in Long Island Mr. Speaker, we are acting for the United States 

In another report, made by Mr. Mallet to the | sound three months and not damage her speed || aud for posterity, We are not to legislate in any 
same Association: to be-found in tha Teansaetions || by the barnacles that will accumulate upon her |) mean, narrow, or sectional spirit; not to punish 
for 1840, page 227, it is said: | bottom, Every day she is there will, if we mx an || one locality or reward another; notto canvass the 

me | to keep up her speed, increase her demand for || patriotism of one people or signalize our detes- 

fuel; for every hour will increase the number, ex- || tation of the want of patriotism of another peo- 
posed surface, and weight of the insects which || ple. And did I believe that there was a superior 
4 yell k her corroding iron surface will attract, and create || site to League Island within the rebellious lines, 
peter art bona stern re a ee — a necessity for heavier motive power to give her || which we might soon make available, | would 
slowly and impertectly mixes with it; hence two strata, || Odinary speed. This may go on fora litte while |) say for our country and for posterity, let us go on 
one of fresh or brackish water, the other of salt water be- || —a few months at most—until the mass of aceu- || for awhile as well as we can until we can secure 
iow it. Thus, while engaged in a diving beil survey of || mulation shall have become so great that, put all || to them those superior advantages, I believe, as I 
part of the bed of the river Bann, in the north of Ireland, |) tne fyel you can, put all the steam you can upon || said in the beginning of my remarks, that not only 


last year, [ found, during the flow of tide, the water strongly ; ae 
saline at the bottom of the river, and yet fresh enough to || her, you cannot move through the water the || our own country but the world does not present 
drink within three feet of the surface; the total depth of |) jagged mass of obstructions clinging to her at the || the same combination of cheap, abundant, and 
speed which a clean vessel, just from a wee k’s || various supplies of material and labor for such 
| 


27 I find the following: 


“The more sanguine advocates of iron ship-building 
have, in their anxiety to prove their durability to be such | 
as to render protection needless, appealed to the existence 
of iron eanal-beats of forty years of age or more, and to 
some of the earliest built iron vessels which have been 
occasionally in salt water. Most of the vessels alluded to, 
however, have been principally in fresh water, and on re- 


furnish supplies, workmen, and protection to itas 


*] would here remark a cause of increased corrosive ac 
tion affecting castings, such as cast-iron piiing, &e., at the 
mouths of tidal rivers, which has not to.my knowledge 
struck previous observers: “itis weil kno@n that the sea 


water being about twenty-five feet; and in ibe proceedings | 
of the Royal Society of Edinburgh (April, 1817,) will be 


found a paper by Mr. Stevenson, C. E., in whieh he dc bath in fresh water, could make. || a workshop as the Navy needs on fresh water. 
i i ur. S 38 ,c. mie > 2= | . | j 
scribes an analogous plenomena.as occurring at the mouth We would economize money and time by send- || And so believing, and because I so believe, I shall 


of the river Dee, at Aberdeen, in the rivers Forth and Tay, 
and at Loch Eil, where the Caledonian canal joins the west- 
ern sea.’?>) On taking up water at various depths at Fort 
William he found the specifie gravity : 


ing our vessels merely to lie in fresh water forthe |} urge as best | may the adoptionof the substitute, 
| week that would cleanse them, and to go abroad || and the acceptance of Philadelphia’s munificent 
again. No man upon this floor will assert that |} offer of League Island to the Government fora 


Bt UG GATTO ova scc hese csscenricccsces veces eeeees 1008.2 |! an iron vessel can be cleaned in any salt-water || naval station and workshop, 

At nine fathoms........ Bike ADS Rd .1025.5 || harbor except by taking her out of the water by Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Speaker, on the 17th 
a ae oe tt 4% gts Sore ¢ MS ; : 2 

At thirty FALLOMS oe ees Sadi £eeS GSE he OSs Kobe. 66 o rs 1027.2 i) he avy aud expensive machinery, and then using |} of lust January the Committee on Naval A ifuirs 

or completely fresh at the top, and salt as the sea itself be- | 


neath. 

** Now, Becquerel has proved thata homogeneous metallic 
surface, (a rod or line dor instance,) exposed to the action 
ofa fluid menstrum, will assume a state of electrical ten- 
sion, provided that the fluid in which it is immersed be of 
different density in two strata, i. e., of different corrosive 
power. 

‘In fact, the metal and the two layers of fluid constitute 
a voltaic pile of one solid and two fluid elements; hence, 
as one end of the metallic rod will be ina positive state 


expensive mechanical and scientific implements || were charged by the House with the duty of in- 
and processes. Noman will advisedly assert that |} quiring into and reporting to this House upon the 
after such application has been made the bottom || expediency of the establishment of a new yard 
can be cleaned without detriment to the iron, especially adapted to iron-clad vessels, and with 

Next, League Island is a safe position; safeatall || the further daty of reporting to this House a 
seasons; safe if combined Europe should thunder || proper site for the location of such a yard. The 
from its fleets upon our coast; safe as Charleston || matter naturally divided itself into two branehes 
has been made by obstructions, as Mobile is, as || of inquiry, and the resolution itself made that pro- 

















with respect to the other, it will be corroded taster than the || Wilmington is, and yet so accessible that the com- || vision, in directing the committee to inquire, first, 
other. | merce which reaches itevery yearequalstheentire |} as to the necessity of such a yard, and secondly, 
* Now, this ir precisely the condition ofany castingreach || commerce of Long Island sound,embracing New || the proper point of its location. With reference 
ing through @ considerable depth of water at the mouth of |) Tondon and every point between that and New to ‘eae os branches of inquiry, the result of the 
atidalriver. The water beingsalter below than above, the > " ’ i] « : : ; 
part of the easting immersed therein (the lower end of a || York. It was Mr, Webster’s proud but poetic || investigation of the committee is now before the 
Spctlepvalle, for tnesences) wit seecesars ha te. ap apeseite a se Peet sails agate’ SP era } noe in the bill pee the report with which the 
ectri«; C ol ‘ > portion above, and the ) at sound, ear by year, month by month ibis accompanied, 
amovat of corrosion of the positive element due to the kind da ] oe day shiadiokandl deh and tales ear With doakie to the first branch of inquir 
of iron and the state of the water will be further inereased || °!"“ gy SOT > ; , yy : OF, ARQUREY's 
or‘ exalted’ by the negative condition of the opposite end, || thecommerce of the Delaware maintains mself at | the committee, with very great unanimity, camae 
Which will be itself in the same proportion preserved. | a point numbering about fifty thousand arrivals || to the conclusion that the establishment of a 
ete ae Se had Neg d ere ovee sete || and departures per annum. = that the river, to || new pers yest nach as . seomneet by san 
partly exposed to moist air, &c.; and it sugeests the import which the objection is made thatit is narrow, that | naval authorities, adaptet to the wants of what 
ance of giving increased s@untling to all castings intended || it is crooked, that it is shallow, sustains a com- || may be called an irou navy, had become a na- 
to be so situated, to allow for this increased local destruc- || merce vastly greater in dollars and cents, and || tional necessity. It is not my purpose to enter 
ton of material.” | quite equal in the number of sails, to the entire || into details now with reference to the considera- 
If gentlemen will have the kindness to refer |! commerce of the ‘American Mediterranean.’’ || tions that controlled the committee in their con- 
to page 26 of the minority report, which Ihave || And, in my judgment, it is a proof of its fit- || clusions in reference to the necessity of such a 
caused to be laid on their desks, they will find || ness for the objects under consideration that the || yard. 
evidence from the highest scientific authorities | majority of the committee in support of their But it may be proper that I should state a few 
that such locations are even more destructive from || adverse conclusion have sought from every source || striking facts to the Llouse from which each mem- 
the electric or magnetic effects they produce than | of information, reliable and unreliable, evidence || ber may run out the argument himself as to the 
those which bathe vessels so far as they are sub- | that occasionally, among the more than thirty- | necessity of sucha yard, which is the first branch 
merged in salt water. |; six thousand vessels arriving at and departing | of the inquiry. In the first place, it is a very 
_Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose bricfly to reca- || from Philadelphia annually, au occasional wreck } striking fact that at the commencement of hostili- 
pitulate the reasons why, in my judgment, the || occurs. That they have been able to find so few | ties the American Navy consisted of but seventy- 
substitute, rather than the bill, should be adopted. || is, in my judgment, evidence of the fitness of || six vessels of all classes, principally wooden 
It is not proposed by the substitute, as itis by || the place. || sailing ships. Of these only three were at the 
the bill, to increase the number of naval stations The author of that report is so far forgetful of || disposal of the Department at the firing upon Fort 
and add to the expenses of the Goveriment the || American law as not to remember that twenty- | Sumter. We have now in the American Navy 
maintenance of the entire staff of a new station. | one years of continued residence may change the || six hundred and seventy-one vessels, of which 
It proposes to meet the exigencies of the case and || legal domicil of a citizen of the United States. | five hundred and fifty-nine are steamers, and sev- 
avoid that increase of expenditure. Itis not pro- || On page 4 of that report it is alleged that Pro- || enty-one iron-clads. At the commencement of 
posed to purchase a site, or to accept one on other || fessor A. D. Bache is a citizen of Philadelphia. || hostilities the American Navy consisted of less 
conditions than those which propose by the sale of |; Now, that distinguished gentleman assures me || than six thousand seamen, of whom less than two 
that now in use to create a fund adequate to make | that for twenty-oue years he has been a resident || hundred were at the disposal of the Navy Depart- 
large improvements, at least to put the new site | voter of the District of Columbia. And I will | ment for the purpose of managing the ships then 
In a condition as useful as—nay, by reason of its || inform the majority of the committee that Pro- || under its control. The Navy now consists of 


length of wharfage and the broad and safe an- || fessor Bache, of Philadelphia, never was on any || more than six thousand officers and forty-five 

chorage it affords at all seasons of the year, far || commission appointed by the Government. Hap- || thousandseamen. And while this marvelous in- 

mose useful than—the present Philadelphia sta- | pily those who know the distinguished head of || crease has been going on two of our naval estab- 
os 


oe 





oe 


sais BF eae Rebs PRP CY 2 ETE th SS Ge 
Se ane foo . 











V 
' 


eee 





ee ee et a 


are im 


UE Tene sees = HES 





1S 


ee ee SS eS 


lishme nts have been lost to the country and ren- | 
dered Now, these considerations are 
very strong with reference to the necessity for new 
naval facilities. Butamuch more striking argu- 
ment, it seems to me, arises from the considera- 
tion of the change that has been effected in the 
whole system of naval architecture and naval war- 
fare. ‘The American Navy is now essentially a 
steam and iron Navy. Steam has become an in- 
dispensable element to all fighting ships. The 
days of those old wooden ships of war, those | 
wooden walls rising tier above tier with 
frowning batteries, those wonders of our child- 
hood, those glories of our early naval history, and, 
it may be added, the terror of our foes, have 
passed away, and have passed forever, and their 


useless. 


old hulks ure now lying rotting at our navy-yards 


practice shins for midshipmen or schools for 
nuval apprentices. Steam and iron have revolu- 
tionized naval architecture and naval warfare the 


world over, and especially that of this country. 
And,as | heretofore observed, our Navy consists 
of five h d and fifty-nine of the se steamers, 
and se j iron-clads. 

And yet while this is true, we have not to-day, 
in the striking language of the Secretary of the 
Navy, «a yard where a shaft can be made for a 
steamer, or a plate for an iron-clad. So far, to 
be sure, we have succeeded tolerably well in this 


tay 


venty-one of these 


warfare against a belligerent who is entire ly des- 


titute, or almost enurely de stitute, of ships, men, 
and naval resources, and where the exigencies of 
the day call merely for the enforcement of a strin- 
gent blockade; but if theday should ever come— 
far distant may it be, sir—when, in a war witha 
first-class naval Power, it should become ourduty, 
ship for ship, and fleet for fleet, upon the ocean 
to contend for the scepter and sovereignty of the 
seas, we should never sufficiently regret that we | 
had not in time of peace prepared an ample yard | 
for the repair of vessels disabled in ocean con- 
flict, and for maintaining our position as a first- | 
class Power upon the ocean. 
I can only add to these considerations that, as 
a measure of economy alone, we have it from the | 
most prudent naval authorities that the establish- 
mient of such a yard would be a saving of money 
yeur by year to the Government. We are now 
in the hands of private contractors entirely, both 
as to pricesand as to the ime for the completion of | 
contracts; and the saving in demurrage, delay, | 
and excess of prices since the commencement of 
the war, In the estimation of those whose oppor- | 
tunities are best for information, would have been | 
equal nearly, if not quite, to the cost of such a | 
yard as is recommended by the committee. As 
an instance, it has happened that one of the most 
efficient steamers in the Navy, the Niagara, lay 
for fourteen months entirely useless because repairs 
could not be effected in less time at private yards, 
and in another instance the gunboat R. R. Cuy- | 
ler for ten months awaiting repairs which might | 
have been completed in sixty days, and at aa | 
expense equaling the entire first cost of her ma- 
chinery. ‘lhe Secretary of the Navy, in his last 
report, tells us that two of our iron-clads, the 


Miantonomah and Tonawanda, are now two years 
behind the time promised for their completion | 
by one of the most responsible of contractors, | 
when their presence in the James river or the 
waters of the Carolina sounds might vive a fin- 
ishing blow to the tottering fortunes of the re- 
bellion; and to obviate the pressing nect ssity,he 
has already established ten temporary stauions 
along the Atlantic and Gulf cousts, nam. ly, at 
Key West, Norfolk, Beaufort, New Orleans, 
Pensacola, Memphis, Baltimore, Hilton Head, 
and other places, whose aggregate cost would 
more than compensate fur the current expenses 
of such a station as is contemplated. 
Viewing, therefore, these considerations, which 
we have merely suggested rather than elaborated, 
roverned by the fact that the Secretary of the 
Navy has in all his reports for the last three years 
urged it specially upon the consideration of Con- 
gress, and the further fact that the President of 
the Gaited States has considered it of such prime 
itgportance as to give it special prominence in 
his inst two annual messages, your committee 
could net avoid the conclusion that the time had 
come for the establishment of a great navy-yard 
and station to meet the enlarged wants of the ser- || 
vice and the revolution in naval architecture. H 
With regard to the second branch of the in- |: 


their |! 
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quiry, as to the proper site for the location of such | state no fact that I do not hold myself responsible 
yard, | think I have the judgment of the House \| for, both in debate and out of debate, here and 


with me when I say that a question of that sort, 


the location of a great naval station, involving an | 


examination of the most complicated problems of 
engineering and naval science, involving an in- 
vestigation of a great variety of facts, and import- 


| antas it is in its consequences whether the decis- 
| ion be right or wrong—such a question is one 


upon the consideration of which a committee of 
this House, however able, might well hesitate to 
enter. 

Sut it was our good fortune, in entering upon 
this path of inquiry, to find that it had been trod- 
den before by a board of experts raised by Con- 
gress for the consideration of this very question; 
and that every step of our pathway was illumined 
by the light shed by that board of officers. 


And here, if can get the attention of the House, | 


I should like to go back for one moment, in order 


to state to the House the history of the legisla- | 


tion upon this question of the location of a navy- 
yard, as all-important for the proper decision of 


the subject. The Secretary of the Navy first rec- | 
ommended this subject to the attention of Con- | 


cress and the country on the 25th day of March, 


1862, by a letter to the Naval Committee of the 
Senate. 


Brotherly Love,” that city at once, with an eye 


to the advantages obtainable to the Government | 
and to itself, tendered League Island to the Gov- 
| ernment for the purpose; and with a haste that 


admitted no delay, and a zeal that tolerated no 
modification, a bill was attempted to be forced 
upon the Senate fixing upon the country League 
Island asa place for this naval station, And, as 
an ominous feature in that bill, significant of the 


value of the *munificent gift,’ an appropriation | 
of $200,000 was put into it as the first installment | 


for filling up League Island. It was only by the 
persistence of Senators inthe other Chamber that, 


finally, the friends of that measure accepted a | 


modification, and consented that a board of offi- 
cers should be appointed by the Secretary of the 
Navy to examine all the sites that were named 


to report to the Secretary by the ‘* selection of 
which site the public interest would be best pro- 


| moled.”’ Congress directed the Secretary of the 


Navy to appoint that board, and the question 


| being narrowed down, in the opinion of Congress, 


as shown by the debate in the Senate, and in the 
mind of the country, to the respective merits of 
League Island and New London, the Secretary 


of the Navy, in the recess of Congress, composed | 
/ that board by appointing six men, officers and | 


engineers, of whom three were from the city of 
Philadelphia. 

I know the disclaimer of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Ketter] upen the floor this 
morning, that Professor Bache was not from the 
city of Philadelphia. 
examine the Blue Book that is distributed by the 
Government authorities, and find that Professor 


| Bache hails from Philadelphia both as to birth and | 
| as to designation; and that his children and grand- | 


children holding offices in the Navy all hail from 
the same place, and are so designated in the book, 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I allude to this fact, not for 


the purpose of impugning the character of the | 


Secretary of the Navy. lam not to be drawn 


here to-day into a discussion of his motives, un- | 
less Lam driven to do so in self-defense as the | 


debate progresses. But I havea right to state facts, 
and | havearight to the benefit of the facts when 
stated. 
whether New London, Connecticut, or League 
Island, Philadelphia, was the proper place for a 
naval station, and that having by Congress been 
ordered to be decided by a board of officers, that 


board of officers was composed, by the Secretary, | 
of three citizens of Philadelphia, one gentleman | 


from New York,one from New Jersey, the engi- 
neer of the Department, and not a human being 
from all New England in it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman yield one 
moment for a correction? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE., I will; but the gentleman 
will bear me witness that I did not interrupt him. 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 think that justice requires 
that the gentleman should name the three citizens 
of Philadelphia to whom he refers. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Speaker, 1 shall 


Immediately, with that alacrity of pa- | 
triotism which always characterizes the ‘* City of | 


And I state that, the question being | 





But I have taken pains to | 





| 
| 


| elsewhere. I trust that the zentleman will chasten 


his impetuosity by his prudence and endeavor to 
moderate his zeal by his courtesy, and will allow 
me to pursue the course of my argument, as | 
have allowed him to pursue the »lan of his own, 
without interruption. Inasmuch, however, as 
the gentleman has challenged me to name those 
gentlemen, | willdo so. I name Captain Mars- 
ton; [ name Commodore Gardiner; | name Pro- 
fessor A. D. Bache. 

I now goon further. Having alluded once be- 
fore to the gentleman’s disclaimer while the gen- 
tleman was out, and that is, [ think, his only 
excuse for his interruption of me, I go on to 
state this fact, which cannot be disputed, and 
proof of which I hold in my hand, and challenge 
contradiction, that before his appointment to this 
commission Professor A. D. Bache had written a 
letter, which was published in the Congressional 
Globe, volume forty-nine, part four, page 3247, 
and used in the debate in the Senate of the United 
States, a copy of which was furnished to the Navy 
Department, in which he urged the acceptance of 
League Island as a highly eligible place, and gave 
his reasons for, it; and that after that letter was 
published, after itwas used in debate in the Sen- 
ate, and after it was on file in the Department, 
Professor Baghe was placed upon this board, and 
consented to act with that record before the world. 
Now, sir, why do [ allude to this? Simply as a 
ground for the argument, which I think is legiti- 
mate, that that board thus constituted had no bias 
in favor of New London, and no bias against 
League Island. That is all. L impugn not the 
motives of the Secretary of the Navy. Let him 
stand or fall by the judgment of his countrymen; 
he has friends enough to defend him. I will not be 
either his defender or hisaccuser. Nor do lenter 
into questions of delicacy or decency with Profes- 
sor Bache. I have a right to say thatl am satis- 
fied with that board, its constitution and its ac- 
tion. It was composed of gentlemen of great 
eminence in their professions. It had, as its presi- 


| dent, Admiral Stringham, one of the soundest 
and that were prominent before the country, and |} 


minds and honestest hearts in the Navy—a man 
who had just won the first naval victory of this 
war, who had advanced your drooping standard 
off that storm-vexed Bermoothes, Cape Hatteras, 
and inspired the heart of the country by the first 
naval victory achieved during the conflict. That 
board embraced, as another of its members, the 
engineer of Yardsand Docks in the Navy Depart- 
ment—the very man whose business it is to se- 
lect the sites for navy-yards, and to construct and 
engineer them after selection, and who had se- 
lected and engineered the construction of many of 
the present yards of the country; a man in the 
front rank of his own profession. 

The board, thus constituted, with no bias in 
favor of New London, with all those natural feel- 
ings, which, while we may deny them, weall know 
we have, and which would lead them to prefer their 
own neighborhood and their own friends; just 
the feeling that will actuate the twenty-four gen- 
tlemen from Pennsylvania in this House to strive 
for the floor the minute I have leftit in order to de- 
fend League Island; just the feeling that will proba- 
bly actuate the small delegation on this floor from 
Connecticut to advocate New London—that board, 
with that bias, having made a careful examination 
of the subject for over two months, decided, bya 
resolution which they laid before Congress and 
the Navy Department, “ that the public interests 
would not be promoted by the selection of League 
Island, but would be promoted by the selection 
of New London,” which they recommended. 

And now, right here, Mr. Speaker, I ask you, 
and through you the gentlemen of this House, do 
you think that you are more able here to-day to 
decide this question aright than that board of offi- 
cers, selected by order of Congress for their spe- 
cial competency for this work? Is there anything 
in the temper of this House, in the habit of atten- 
tion evinced by its members, at which (without 
saying anything disrespectful to this House) I 
was astonished when I first came here, is there 
anything in the past study or present profession 
of members on this floor, is there anything in the 
subject-matter, complicated as it is, by which this 
House thinks that, upon a debate here to-day, it 
can more intelligently decide this question, with- 
out ever seeing the localities, than it was decided 
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by that board of skilled officers, embracing engi- | 
neers and gentlemen of high authority in naval 
matters, who had given it their undivided atten- 
tion for more than two months? Itis a subject 
involving the examination of tides and currents 
and soils and topography and defensibility, and 
questions of that complicated character; acriticale 
examination of channels and of maps and of meas- 
urements, and the investigation of a vast and 
varied mass of facts. Do you feel yourselves 
more competent to decide it here to-day than that 
board, selected for their special adaptation for that 
purpose, and whose lives had been devoted to such 
pursuits? . h 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania comes in 
here to-day, deliberately, with a confidence in him- 
self which, to my mind, appears almost sublime, 
and asks you upon his argument and interested 
minority report, signed by himself and another | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, a member of the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs—and it seems that 
Pennsylvania mustalways have two members on | 
that committee, a double representation some- | 
where—he asks you, I repeat, to-day upon his re- 
portand speech to decide this great question that so 
seriously concerns the whole future of the Navy, 
and to decide it for him, and against the concur- 
rent report of this board of officers and the Naval 
Committee of the House. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
say that the nature of this question is such it can- 
not be decided and ought not to be decided here. 
The attention of the Thirty-Seventh Congress 
was called to it, and it provided for its decision. 
It ordered that board of commissioners to examine 
into the subject. It is patent to my mind, from 
the construction of the act, that it ordered them 
to decide it, and that they did decide it, and that 
it was the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to 
abide by that decision, and not to have appealed 
from them to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and to this House. 

Now, sir, as I have said before, four out of the 
six,and it was an unusual number—six of acom- 
mission to decidea mooted controversy—four out | 
of the six decided against League Island. My 
friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] who 
honors me with his attention, knows that, in a 
contested case in court that would be an exceed- 


of s:x, with no one to give a casting vote, and of 
these six to have three who lived near the resi- 
dence of one of the parties, and had an indirect 
interest in the decision, one of them having 
given an opinion on the case beforehand. Still, 
if that board, without any malfeasance or corrup- 
tiof, decided the case, four io two, and against 
the party to whom their bias inclined them, it 
would, I think, be strong evidence of the justice 
of that case. When the report of that commis- 
sion came before Congress, and the Secretary of 
the Navy, in his annual report, stated that he 
should accept League Island despite the action 
of that commission, unless Congress should 
otherwise order, it will be recollected that the 
Senate immediately, by resolution, did otherwise 
order. He was instructed not to accept League 
Island until Congress should direct him to do so. 
In the report of the Secretary of the Navy, just | 
as in the report of the minority of the committee, | 
you hear it insinuated that the finding of this 
commission was in favor of a navy-yard upon 
** the old plan;”’ in other words, a yard for wooden 
vessels, and not such a yard as the Secretary 
wanted and as was necessitated by the revolution 
in naval architecture. ‘To break the force of the 
report of the board of officers, it is over and over | 
asserted in the Secretary’s reports and by the 
minority that the commission mistook their duties 
and were led to find for “an additional yard on 
the old plan,’’ and this stereotyped phraseology 


18 repeated and varied in every form of expres- || 


sion and insinuation. 

_ The short and decisive answer to this charge 
is the resolution passed by the board themselves | 
before proceeding to their duties, and by which 
they themselves limited and defined them: 


** Resolved, That after giving full consideration to the 
objects for which they were appointed, as indicated by the 
Jaw, and inviting instructions from the Department, con- 
sidering the views of the Departinent as expressed in the 
letters of the Secretary of the Navy of March 25 and June 
9, 1862, and the discussions by Hon. Mr. Grimes, of the 
United States Senate, and others in Congress, the wants 
of the Navy and the country, and the circumstances of the 
times connected with the progress of naval warfare, the 


refer, in selecting a site for a navy-yard, to a first-class 
establishment for irou-clads and iron vessels, or to a site 


| for laying the foundation of an establishment meeting all 


the requirements of an iron navy.’? 


The gentleman who has just finished his speech | 
/as the advocate of League Island, following the 

path of the Secretary, has also repeated this charge | 
against the ‘* majority of the Naval Committee,” | 
and alleges that they also mistook their duty,and | 


found for ‘an additional yard on the old plan;”’ 
and this, nowwithstanding he is himself a mem- 
ber of that committee, and has for five months sat 
with them during their examination hearing wit- 
nesses, listening to arguments, gracing the com- 
mittee by his presence and lightening theirlabors 
by hiseloquence, during all which time they have 
confined their investigations to the proper site for 
an iron navy and an iron navy alone. 
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formed, the inclosure was extended so as to embrace an 
additional area, now known as the new meadow. Accord- 
ing to a plan which has been submitted to the board by a 


| committee from the Board of Trade, this old meadow con- 


tains two huodred anidnineteen acres, and the new meadow 


one hundred and fifty-five acres. On the north of the island, 


and between it and the main, there isa channel which, we 
are toid, was of sufficient depth in former days to float 
large ships-of-war; now it is a narrow and shallow chan 
nel, not sufficient to float vessels of any size used by the 
Navy. Large areas of marshes have formed on the east 
and west ends and on the north side of the istand,and the 
whole appearance indicates a constant and rapid accumu 
lation from the immense deposits of the Delaware rive: 


| To raise the surfuce of this isiand to a height which would 


And if |! 


proof of this were needed, I have only to refer || 


the other seven gentlemen who compose that com- 


mittee, now within the sound of my voice, to the | 


following language of their report: 


“The committee cannot avoid the conclusion, therefore, 


| in answer to the first branch of the inquiry with which 


they were charged, that the immediate establishment of a 
new yard, with special adaptation to the building and 


| storing of iron vessels, has become a national necessity.” 


And to the unanswerable fact that the very bill 


reported by the committee, and now before the 


| House, contemplates the establishment of a yard 


subject. 


fur an iron navy, and an iron navy alone. 


Mr. Speaker, my time will not permit me to go | 
further into the discussion of the history of that | 


| referred to the Naval Committee, consisting of 


one gentleman from Massachusetts, one from Con- 


| necticut, two from Pennsylvania, and the others 


| ‘I'he committee visited them. 


from Missouri, Indiana, Ohio, New York, and 
various parts of the country. That committee 


|, personally visited these sites; and I affirm to-day 
|| that you cannot decide in reference to the propri- | 


ety or otherwise of the selection of one of these 
sites without a personal examination of them. 
They heard all of 
the proof and all the arguments. They started 


| prepossessed in favor of League Isiand, from the 


fact of its central position, and from the further 
fact that it was favored by the Secretary of the 


: : Be ace . | Navy, as well as from its vicinage to coal and 
ingly curious board of arbitration which consisted || 


iron and the alleged advantage of fresh water. 


Early in this Congress the matter was | 


Starting with that prepossession, they have finally | 
reported to this House that in theiropinion League | 
Island is entirely unadapted to the purposes for | 


which the Government seeks to establish a depot || machine will be required to maintain a sufficient 


for iron-clads. 

If the House will listen to me fora few moments 
longer I will state what the committee found 
League Island tobe. League Island isin the Del- 
aware river, about four miles from the settled 


render it safe from the incroachment of high tides, willre 

quire a filling of from nine to ten feet over the whole area ; 
and if, as has been suggested, a line of wharf front be ear 

ried out to (he twenty-three feet line, it willinvoive an ad 

ditional filling of a space one mile long, and averaging four 
hundred and eighty-one feet wide and nineteen fect deep. 
{f this space is not filled, then the constant use of tlredging 
machines will be required to maintain a sufficient depth of 
water to accommodate the vessels of the Navy. To furnish 
the materials for this inmense filling, which will amount 
in the aggregate to several millions of cubie vards, itis said 
that an abundant supply ean be hadfrom Red Bank, on the 


| Opposite side of the river,’?’ 


Two hundred and nineteenacres and one hun- 


| dred and fifty-five acres, according to the old arith- 
| metics, used to make three hundred and seventy- 


| four acres. 


Where, then, are the six hundred 
acres the gentleman alludes to in his minority re- 
port; and where are the six hundred acres of 
**munificent gift’? which the Secretary of the 
Navy urges upon Congress in his last report? It 
is a mud flat outside of the island, the recent ac- 
cretions of the river—ooze, that ooze of which blind 


| old John Milton might have sung as of another 
| ooze just beyond the ** burning marle’? where was 


** Neither sea nor aic nor good dry land, 
But all these in their pregnant elements 
Mixed confusedly,” 
or that ‘*Serbonian bog,’’ where great armies 
might have sunk. This ooze outside of the isl- 
and is added in the minority report to make out 
the six hundred acres. 

And in reference to the land which is inclosed, 
we have already seen what the commission say. 

The water adjacent to the front of the island is 
but a few feet indepth; at low tide the bottom is 
entirely exposed, 

You have got to get, then, twenty-three feet of 
water for your vessels to lie in, and to secure that 
depth will require the additional filling in of a 
space one mile long, four hundred and eighty-one 
feet wide, and nineteen feet deep. If this space 
is not filled in, the constant use of a dredging: 


depth of water. ‘The report goes on to say: 
“The borings made by the board show that there is a depth 


|| of mud and fine sand varying from twenty-five to filly six 
|| feet in depth, underwhich is found gravel of good quality, 


| and in sufficient quantities to sustain piles. 


part of the city of Philadelphia, and is between || 


three and four feet below the surface of the river 
at ordinary high tide. 
struck the committee, as it struck the commission. 
And it struck them forcibly. 

An island it is called by courtesy; an island it 
isentitled, out of abundant charity, in our report; 


and I undertake to say thatif a writ of ejectment | 


or trespass were brought against a wrongdoer 
thereon either would be abated on plea if the com- 
plainant described ‘* the locus in quo”’ as an island 


| unless it was added ** covered with water.’’ Now, 


the surface of that island is from three to four feet 
below the Delaware river at ordinary high tide, 


| and but for the embankments which surround it 


it would be flowed at each recurring tide—a fact 


| which is disputed by none. 


| years since, and is known as the old meadow. 


Mr. KELLEY. As the gentleman says the 
fact is not denied, will he permit an interruption? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The gentleman knows 
as well as I do that | have not one quarter of the 
time I need to set the case before the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. The fact is denied that the 
island is four feet below high water. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I will quote from the rec- 
ord, making no statement of my own, and accept- 
ing none from interested parties. I will read from 
the record of a board of competent officers ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Navy: 

‘* League Island is a reclaimed marsh, surrounded by a 
dry stone wall and embankment of earth raised to exclude 
the river. A portion of the island was reclaimed many 
We have 
no positive information on this point, but presume that at 


| the time the wall and embankment were built all the land 


worth reclaiming was embraced within the inclosure. Sub- 


committee are of opinion that their duty requires them to |! sequently, and about eighteen years sinee, as we are in- 


That is the first fact that || 


It is undoubt 
edly true that no heavy structure can be erected on this 
island with any probability of safety without resorting to 
the expensive operation of piling. 

* The board is therefore of opinion that, in this particular, 


| New London is vastly superior to League Isiand.’? 


I have taken the pains to get an engineer to 
estimate the number of cubic yards in three han- 
dred and seventy-four acres, and it is 5,485,433; 
and ata dollar per cubic yard, the least price at 
which the dirt could be purchased, transferred 
across the river, rehandled, and spread upon the 
island, it would take more than Ave million dol- 
lars to fill up that island. 

dutthe strongest fact by far is that upon an 
examination by a scientific process of boring, it 
is ascertained by the commission—and it is con- 


_ceded by both branches of the board, majority 


and minority—that the whole island, or so much 
of it as is necessary for naval purposes, must be 
filled to the average depth of thirty-seven feet. 


| The borings showed that the gravel bottom of 


_ an average of more than thirty-seven feet. 


that island is in some places twenty-five feet be- 
low the surface, and at other places fifty-six feet, 
Pro- 
fessor Bache, and the engineer of the Philadelphia 


| yard, and the entire commission, disagreeing in 


other things, concur in this, that the island must 
be filled to that average depth. 
If you add to the expense of filling the ex- 


| pense of piling, you make an island which, instead 


of being a gift to the Government, there is hardly 
money enough in its Treasury to pay for. The 
gentleman at the head of the Treasury Depart- 
ment has not capacity in his presses to issue 
greenbacks enough from day to day to pay for 
the filling and piling, as the work progresses. 


| Millions are required to prepare a foundation. 
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These facts are conceded y the Serr ry, by 
Admiral Sasith, chief of the b uof Yards and 
Docks, and by both branches of the commission. 
My friend (Mr. Kevw: 
to break the foree of ul 
his minority report curate ¢x- 
amination, such asm reahy setonihe comets 
would have made,” has demonstraied 
report of the 
and that the island can be used for Government 
purposes without being piled. 
bank the attemton of the TPlouse, of the gentle- 


¥} veras fk , or ailempte 
| ; 
WINCH DY Assertiiig bi 


‘Sn more 


that tl 


ue 


OTIC COMMISSION Wan thaccurate, 


men who bave examined these reports, and of 


these gentlemen who have interest enough leftin 
the American Navy andin American navy-yards 
to decide this question right instead of wrong, 
with thei eyes upen matead of blindly; | asi 
them to consider the testumouy by which the ¢ 


tlemen of, the 


minority of the conmmmitice atten 
to break the foree of the re port of this scieutifie 
board of officers who 


examined the question, 
Who i the witness? 


Who was the person dk 


tailed to make this *Saecarate examination such 
as a truly seientific commission should have 
made???’ One George Davidson:and perhaps net 
to know hun argues one’s se iunknown.’ And 
who is Mr. George Davidson, detailed bry the Su- 
periniendent of the Coast Survey, whose owe 


courac hiaa heen criticised in the Senate pretty 


sharnly, and to the press of the country, for 
acting on a beard ma matter wherein he had al- 
ready given au opinton in advance? Lhis Super- 
mntendent detailed awe George Davidson, of Plil- 
adcipti 1,to examine League Island aud report 
Ate. couclusions; and wheat are they? ‘The con- 
clusions of Mr. George Davidsouas to the acien- 
fic results of his observations are ' 
tical with those of the orginal comma 

finds that the olluvial soil attatisa errt 
So did the commisston 
a stratum of fine sand. So did the commission, 
He finds that atthe depth of tlurty-severn fee 
ai averave, there comes gravel, S 
Mission, 

The difference between the 
the witness is this, avd ' 
as his opinion that (ae heavy work necessary for 
the Government may be pracy d upon iw fine 
sand. Protessor Bache, the enetuecrof Yards and 
Docks, the admiral of the bureau mn charge of 
Yards and Docks, give itus ther opinion that 1 
would wot be safe to put them on the sand, but 
that they must go down to the gravel. “Phat is 
the only difference between them, and it is a dif- 
ference of some thirty to fifty feet and of some 
millions of dollars, And this strictly scientific 
commirsion, consisting of one gevtleman by the 
name ef Davidson, of Germantown, a ward of 
Philadelphia, and who gives an opinion which, 
he says, “Sin my mind amounts toa conviction,” 
goes for putting the workshops and forges upon 
the surface of the ooze, while Professor Bache 
and the engineer whe is to build the yard, and 
the other gentlemen composing the commission, 
not se strictly scientific, think it unsafe to erect 
such structures without reaching a solid founda- 
tion, ‘That is all; but suppose Congress, having 
rested the fate of our great Navy on the opiatou 
of one George Davidson, (contradicted by all the 
other experts,) which, in his mind, **amounts to 
a conviction,’ should one day, afier expending 
millions, find these foundations setiling, should 
find your heavy mills and forges, worksiiops and 
trip-hamimers, all crumbling inte one mass of an- 
distinguishable and irredeemable ruin, would it 
be any satisfaction to know that sull, in the mind 
of Mr. George Davidson, that opinion amounted 
toa vconvicuon? ‘Thatis the result of the attempt 
to break the force of the scientific commission by 
itroducing the tesumony of Mr. Davidson. 

Ido net know but that | ought in fairness to 
add here that the minority of the committee has 


recisely iden- 
jerua, lle 
in depth, 


Ile tinds that then comes 


t,o 


> did the com- 


commission and 


Kolely this: he gives it. 


brought up another witness to support this view. | 


He is a gentleman named Lewis Taws—of Phil- 
adelphia, of course. His testimony is so peculiar 
that 1 think the House should have the benefit of 
ut He says: 
“ PritapeLtpuia, March 29, 1864. 

*Drar Six: Your letter of the 8th reached me at my 
house in Germantown too late for an answer by return nail. 
t hope Lasay still be ia time, if my opinion can be of any 
use iy establishing the fact that League Isiand is a proper 
gee to locute a navy-yard lor the general purposes of our 

verament.”* 


He received the letter to which he referson the || 


‘THE 


wid he hopes thatin the mornin of the 2th 
he may be still lime to secure to Philadelohia 
this 1 mon of ‘great naval site of the 
country. ‘I 2oneofa cluss of witnesses that 
my friend (Mr. Dawes) would hardly charac- 
terize ae slow witness, Fe roes on to Says 
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struction from ice. ft is steonuty steted by the 
commission that orivinally examtaced it. T 
Was nresented to ihe conpinittee, while they Were 
examining this question, a list, and a tong brat, of 
vessela, taken from the records ef the port ward- 


en’s office in 





-Hiladelphia, that within the past 


‘In visiting the place for the first tine with any view to ®few years had beenentirely destroyed by the ice, 


[ hitave 
Of course such 


ty examination, no hesitation in saying?— 


a witness would have no hesi- 
thon 

‘from my expertenee in the location of ovr present estab- 

lishment at Port Richmond that no difficulty will be found 

tor the proper toundations for machinery or buildings at 

League Island.’ 

This witness, who has an establishment at Port 
Richmend, ten miles off, asseverates here that, 
trom his experience at Port Richmond, he has 
ion saying that the Government can 
put works at League Island, ten miles off. 
ble goes on to add what the character of those 
works are, ond closes with a foot note, which, 

stseriot of a lady’s letter, is the most 
Hoportant part of lis testimony: 


Peril ee 


pat, Les 
SAn by 


the po 


* | shoul have said that my buildings for boilerand smith 
shops stand on gravel foundation, running from itive to ten 
fees toward the river.’ 


So tl witness, the question being whether you 
‘ . . | 
may safely putthe Government buildings on sand 
instead of gravel, zives his testimony that they 
may be safely put upon sand, because his works, 
ion miles off, are put upon gravel. And well 
might the gendeman, baving a dim 
suspieton that the testimony was liable to excep- 


honorable 


Lion, interpolate a picture of a steam anvil as a 
place for the mind to pause upon, before itarrives 
at the consideration of the next branch of the 
sulject, 

Now, while 1 am here upon that picture, I 
mightas well say this, because the Secretary of 
the Navy in his annual reporthas alluded to that 
very pieture, [Pde not know whether or uot he 
made the reference by way of advertisement of 
the arust. Uf he did,in ny optnien the picture 
is as valuable as the advertisement. Bat th 
retary dias alluded to the fact that Lengue Island 


cs 
DSee- 


cussive machinery’? can be put with better ad- 
vaiiage upon sand than upon ground or stone. 
Now what is * percussive machinery??? A trip- 
How nruch 
have the scale pou the picture, and | have taken 

\ lt takes pre- 


the trauble to measure that scale. 
cisely fifteen feet. So that in order to have an 


hammer, 


clastic bedding of filleen feet fur a trip-hammer, | 


you must take six hundred acres ofooze and nud 
and fill it tu. And to do that you must throw 
away the best place upon this continent for a 


naval station, in order that your clastic machinery, | 


as is alleged, may in fifteen feet of digging no- | 


| where find rock. When lt come to that part of the | 


) subject Pshall show conclusively that the soil at | 


| least objection to it, 


New London is free from rock, consists of loam | 
and gravel, and is remarkably adapted forall the | 


uses of a yard, 
League Island. 

Aud now I undertake to say that that is the 
| undertake to say that the 


| obstructions from ice in the Delaware river, the 


difficulty from the inadequate depth of the water 


in that river, 1ts distance from the sea, each of 


| them is a sill stronger objection to it than the one 
1} ce 


just disposed of. ‘The great argument that is 
urged isthatit isa place of security for your ves- 
sels. Soare the Alleghany mountains a place of 
security. Bat it would not be the part of wis- 
dom in the House or in the Department to make 
a station for iron-clads there. And I can show 
that it would be almost as impossible for iron- 
clad vessels to get to sea in times of emergency 
from League Island as from the Alleghany mount- 
ais. ‘The obstruction from ice at this point in 
the Delaware river is so furmidable as to be in- 
superable. And the testimony comes from such a 
variety of sources, from witnesses so credible, 
so numerous, and so scattered, and from times 
when it was nobody's interest to manufacture 
testimony, that no man can discredit it. And the 
hovorable gentleman has pot undertaken even to 
meet it, except by saying that the force of that 


objection has been greatly exaggerated, not at- 


| 


| tempting at all to deny the fact. 


The ‘orce of this difficulty can hardly be ex- 
aggerated; itis very strongly urged by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy himself. I refer to the ob- 


So much for the topography of | 


—— 


Eee 


We found, from an examination of the reeords 
of the Corn Exchange, in Philadetohia, that the 
arrivais at the port of Pisladelphia for the winter 
mouths were, upon anaverage, five hundred and 
two per month, while, for the snmmer months, 
they average d thirty-five hundred ptr month—a 
rate of increase, | think, for the summer over the 
winter months of about six hundred percent. [ 
inay not be precisely accurate in that statement, 
butventlemen ean turn to it inthe report. W hat- 
ever the precise figures may be, there was an im- 
mense diminution of the coastwise and foreiyn 
arrivulsat that port in the winter months as com- 
pared with the arrivals in the sammer months, 
showing how the commerce of the country re- 
garded that obstruction. 

Senator Rippne—l do not know whether it 
is parliamentary to name a distinguished Senator 
from Delaware in the other Chamber—testified be- 
fore the committee os a witness who had vo bias 
outside of Delaware, certainly, that he himself 
had known the Delaware river to be frozen solid 
at League Island, and had driven across it him- 
selfinhissleigh. And he alsostated what ought 
to be known to this House, and perhaps prac- 
ticed as an example by some, that if he himself 
were amember of the Pennsylvania delegation 
he could not in conscience vote for this scheme— 
he himself being a distinguished engineer. Ad- 
miral Gregory laid testimony before the commit- 
tee that he himself nearly lost the Raritan there 
afew years ago, from ice; and while the gente- 
man [Mr. Kectiry] was denying the difficulty 
from ice,and while f, ina humble way, thoug! 
as ably as | could, was asserting iH, waile we 
were discussing Uhis precise question in commit- 
tee, the Government gunboat Galena, 1 attempt- 


iting to go te sea, solved the question by being 
is the best place for auaval stauon because © per- || 


space does that take? We || 


herself cut through by tee, and beme compelled 
to be towed, almost m a sinking condiiion, to 
Fortress Monroe, The difficulty in this respect 
was so striking that the great coal-carrying lines 
of Pennsylvania felt compelled a few years ago 


| toalter the location of their coal depots, aud pass- 





- Island. 


————— 


iy by League Island went down the river forty 
miles, 1 think, in the neizhborhood, at any rate, 
of Chester or New Case, and gave as a reason, 
in their published statement to theirstockholders, 
that it was forthe purpose of avoiding the delay, 
danger, and difficuity from ice. And there was 
laid before the committee the testimony of a civil 
engineer in the interest of the Peunsylvania Rail- 
road Company, who had been employed by them 
to investigate this precise site to see whether it 
was adapted for their purposes. He says: 

** You will perceive that the face of League Tsland is sub- 
jected to the tull foree of the flood tide from the long reach 
in the river, extending southwestwardly, the effeetoi which 
has been, as represented by the statements of those inost 
familiar with our river, and its winds, currents, aud bars, 
to pile up the drifting ice upon the entire island shore-line ; 
and, indeed’?’— 
he adds, (and the gentleman cannot discredit the 
testimony of a Penusylvania witness, an engineer 
at that,)— 

“*T have before me evidence to the effect that in all times 
of obstruction by ice vessels can be brought with much less 
difficulty through the Horseshoe channel than to League 
It may be stated that an ice-guard could be con- 
stricted that would relieve the front from the driving ice of 
the flood tide, but the effect of such breakwater would be 
to cause deposits within thesurface affected, thus subject- 
ing you to a continued and heavy expenditure for Uredging.”’ 

And upon that report the company abandoned 
the project. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask this House whether 
such a site, in such a river, as | hope I shall 
have an opportunity to show the House by and 
by, in the further progress of this debate, is a place 
for a great naval station? It is well known that 
ata naval station vessels are constantly going into 
and outof commission. ‘They come from abroad, 
and must have a broad front to lie in while await- 
ing orders or repairs. They mustlie inthe stream, 
and the stream is the channel, because there is not 
sufficient depth of water out ofthe channel. There 
they must lie, anchored iv the channel, subject to 
the obstruction of fast ice, and danger from float- 
ing ice, at anchor, to be cut through by a down- 
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ward tide running at the rate of four miles an hour, 
and an upward tide running back at the rate of 
three miles an hour. 

Gentlemen will remember that the length of 
the river is such that the ice passes down with 
one tide to be returned by another, because the 
length of the river is such that it docs not go to 
the sea; and the experience of the commerce of 
the world is that, in that river, the ice goes down 
with one tide and is brought back by another, 
and so goes dashing everything in its path. Lt ask 
you, gentlemen, whether this is the place for your 
great naval station, al 

There is adifficulty as insuperable as this inthe 
depth of the river. We had this matter before us. 
We examined it very minutely by thecharts fur- 


ii days getting tothe mouth of the river. 


nished by the Coast Survey department; and itis | 


not denied, 1 will not be denied upon this floor, 
that ata point inthe Delaware river, immediately 
below League Island, there isa depth of but eigh- 
teen feet of water; that at mean low tide you 
have in the Delaware river, at that point, but 
eighteen feet of water, but nineteen féet at Wil- 
mington, nineteen and a halfat New Castle, and 
varying at points down the river at some four or 
five bars of that description. Now, is this the 
place for a great naval station ? 

Mr. Speaker, we are to-day upon the very 
threshold of naval architecture. 
tion effected within the last ten years by the in- 
troduction of steam ceased to be wonderful, viewed 
in the light of that revolution that was effected by 
the introduction of iron for the mailing and arma- 
ture of vessels. Who can cast the horoscope 
of the future, and doubt that within a few years 
naval architecture and naval warfare will disclose 
new problems which are now hidden to the eye 
of man?) And who shall doubt that within this 
decade vessels will be built drawing twenty-five 
and thirty feet of water, just as now in England 
aud France there are built large sea-going cruis- 


ers drawing twenty-five and twenty-seven feet of | 


water? Donald McKay,a name foremostamong 


the shipbuilders of our time, informed the commit- | 


tee that England and France were already deepen- 
ing their docks for the reception of vessels drawing 
thirty feetand over. And the testimony of one 


ofthe mosteminent of our naval constructors (Mr. || 


Delano) was positive ‘that it was indispensable 
to a first-class naval station to have atleastiwenty- 
five feet of water at low tide’’—seven feet more 
than the Delaware. ‘ 

Yet my friend, who makes light of this objec- 
tion, says that you can place the great naval sta- 
tion of the country for all time at a point where 
there is a depth of only eighteen feet of water, 
because we shall not build any of these ** mon- 
sters’’ of the ocean. Who has told him that? 
How can he know it? We have built nineteen 


monsters already that draw over twenty feet of | 


water. 
to-day. 
ers of the Navy draw from twenty to twenty- 
three feetof water. Ihave not timeto give their 
names—they are spread out in the report of the 
majority of the committee, There is not one of 
them, sir, that can go to League Island or return 
without waiting for the rise of the tide, 
could not pass the bars without waiting for the 
five feet rise by the tide. 
or from League Island except at high tide. 

Mr. Speaker, shall we put the naval yard, the 
greatness of which has been so eloquently alluded 
to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and by 
which we are to wrest the tridentof the seas from 


They are upon the catalogue of the Navy 


The revolu- | 





And nineteen of the most efficient steam- | 


They | 


They can neither getto | 


Neptune—shall we put itat a place where vessels | 


drawing over eighteen feet of water cannot go to 
sea except by waiting for the rise of the tide? 
It is claimed by the gentleman in his report 


that the Wabash went to sea from the Philadel- | 


phia navy-yard,and that she draws twenty-three 
feet of water. Soshedid. I have the statement 
of her captain that it took fifty hoars to get her 
to the breakwater from the yard at Philadelphia 
on account of being compelled to wait at every 
bar until the rise of the tide euabled her to pass. 
Even then, sir, she dragged the bottom all of ihe 
time. The Wabash was then going to Port Royal 
to join in the attack which elevated the name of 
Du Pont to the rol! of our naval heroes, and that 


great commander had to wait for this finest vessel | 


of his fleet, as she was fifty hours in getiing from 
Philadelphia to the mouth ef the river. 


mublished by order of Congress and with the ap- | 


ry of the Navy,a statement 
w lronsides, ove of the most 
sselsin the Nay Vy. 
lphia navy-yard, and was four 
That fact 
appears at large upou page 31 of the book | have 


cant il of the Secreta 
in reference to the Ne 
formidable mated ve 
built atthe Philad 


She was 


j indicated. The Sangamon, the Patapseo, and the 
Lehigh, three iron-clads, went to sea from Phila- | 
|; delphia, under tow of steamers, and were two 


| has efficiency as an ceean steamer, 


days in gettung to the capes, Yet this is the place 
for the repair and safe-keeping of the irou-clads 
which are to be the protection of our harbors and 
cities against foreign attack! It is admitted that 
this is the ouly service to which they can be ap- 
plied, because we know at last, afler much popu- 
lar misapprehension, there is net one of them that 
So far they 
are siuiply floating | 


ou the 


‘ r > % - . C Ty * . 
coastand for harbor defense. These iron- 


! e ‘ 
batterios, to be put hefore cities || 


clads, according to the gentleman and the Seere- | 


tary of the Navy, ought to be placed one hun- 
dred miles from the occan for security. 


From a point so remote from the scene of their | 


operations they could not get into the presence of 
a hostile fleet upon the coast sooner than four 
days through a channel which he admitted to be 
tortuous, (and | thank him fer the admission,) 


with a tide ranning down freighted with obstruc- | 


tions. Thistype of vessels have but feeble motive 
power of their own, averaging a speed of only 


\| five miles an hour, searcely enough to stem the 


tide of the Delaware, some having made seven 
and seven and a half, but mainly on trial trips. 


These vessels are unwieldy and unmanageable, | 
» ’ 


they mind their rudder with the least fidelity, they 
have less deck room, and of all types of vessel 


| ble conditions for either service or for safety. 





Such, sir, is the class of vessel which it is pro- 
posed to putup this tortuous stream, one hundred 
miles from the ocean, their object being to pro- 
teet New York, the harbors of the Atlantic, and 
our seaboard cities at a moment of danger from 


hostile attack; and the excuse is that these invul- | 
nerable vessels must be put in a place of absolute | 


securily. 

Let me read from the report of Captain Turner, 
of the New Ironsides, page 76. He says: 

* You will, however, have observed low correct my rep- 
resentation was, that this ship could not be depended upon 
in a tide-way, and how unmanageable she became, com 


pelling the pilotto order the anchor to be let go twice in | 


order to avoid grounding, which would have involved the 
loss of the ship.”’ 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 2 


_ a ne ee nelle 


excavations which are made are filled up imme- 
diately. Itis shown in the report of Professor 
Bache, in reference to the survey of that stream, 
that the chanac! hasshifled more than two miles, 
opposite New Castle, duving the last ten years, 
The fact that this place was so remote from the 
point Of anticipated atiack in time of war, and the 
fact that the peculiar construction of every veasel 
for which the yard was designed was such that 
they could not easily be got to the ocean or to the 
yard; the fact that all iron vessels must be towed 
to and from sea alan expense, as was represented 
from the highest authority, of $1,000 the round 


| trip, amounting to a very large annual expend- 


| site proposed at New London, 


\| require plain sailing, open sea room, and favora- || 


| timber adapted for ship-building, said 


iture; these and other considerations, both of eco- 
nomical and natural disadvantages, forced the 
committee to the conclusion that this site was 
totally inadmissible. 

Mr. Speaker, the committee, after having ex- 


|} amined other places, and afler having made a per- 


sonal examination, directed their attention to the 
1 shall not go 
into a lengthy or elaborate statement of the ad- 
vantages that obtain at that place. [believe itis 
well known to every member of this TLouse that 
its advantages asa harbor are admitted and an- 
rivaled. It must be in the recollection of many 
here that iftheir school-boy geographies it was 
laid down as one of the elements almost that New 
London harbor was one of the best in the world. 

However that may be, it was in proof before 
the committee that from the eariiest period the 
attention of the Governmentand the naval author- 
ities had been directed to that harbor, its adyant- 
ages, its capacity, and its great depth of water 
from the ocean, that depth being twenty-seven feet 
atthe shallowest point, and thatatonly one place, 
all other depths being over thirty feet. The great 
practical advantage of vicinity to the ocean, and 
yet sufficiently removed therefrom as to be easily 
defensible against hostile attack; its contiguity to 
the great labor system of New Englund and the 
! to he the 
best in the country; these considerations, when 
examined, strongly chtllenged the attention of the 
committee, as they had for years the best naval 
minds of the country. 

I have heard the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


almost exhaust the statistics of the census reporta 
| in showing the immense amount of capital and 
| skill invested in Philadelphia and Pennsylvania 


in the arts of labor, 


I do not propose to deny 
his assertion at all. 


Itis not a partof my policy 


| to deny any advantages which obtain as to that 


Captain Drayton, of the iron-clad Passaic, re- 


ports, page 33, as follows: 


propeller, and then only when itis goingat fullspeed ; when 
the engine is stowed down all means of direction seem to 
cease 
one with sharp turns.”? 

The SPEAKER. 
expired, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I wish the House would 
let me conclude now what I have to say. I have 
not troubled the House since | have been a mem- 
ber of it, nor shall I trouble them often, and | 
am charged by the commitiee with the duty of 
laying the whole subject before the House. 1 
think itis due to me that I shall be allowed to pro- 
ceed. As | have charge of the bill I will give 
ample opportunity for debate before demanding 
the previous question, 

There was no objection, and Mr. Baanpecee 
was allowed to proceed. 


The geutleman’s hour has 


This might become serious in a narrow channel, or | 


|| been urged against New London. 


|| ticut. 
* Owijgg to the peculiar form of the vessel aft, the rudder | 
| has no power except through the water thrown on it by the | 


No doubt there is more skilled labor in 
Philadelphia than in the whole State of Connec- 
I rejoice at her prosperity; itis a pride to 
me as well as to him.® But the question 1s, and is 


site, 


alone, can there be enough labor concentrated at 


New London to supply the wants of this estab- 
lishment? And who believes that in immediate 
contiguity to the workshops of New England, 
hive of busy brains and busy arms, there would 
be any dearth of labor where capital sought ils 
employment? The board of scientific men met 


| that question, and they concluded that there can 


be nw doubt but that an adequate amount of labor 


| for the purposes of the Government can be ob- 


tained at that point, which taps every manufac 


| turing village of New Ragland. 


I come now to the consideration of two points, 


| and with the consideration of those two I shail 
| close what I bave to say at thistime, Which have 


"Those are the 


‘| absence of fresh water, and the alleged indefensi- 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. These are some of the | 


objections which occurred to the commitice and 
induced them to reverse their first impressions ia 
favor of the site on the Delaware. They seemed 
to the committee to be not only formidable but 
insuperable, 
place was of such acharacteras to afford a strong 
reason, if there was no other site suggested, why 


| Congress should not listen for a moment to the 


| argument in favor ofadopting that locality. There 


was such au array of testimony before the com- 
mittee Ia reference to the obstruction from ice, 
and this difficulty was of so alarming a character 
and so undoubted in its existence, that the 
mittee considered the objection tosurmountabic. 


CoOm- 


have, in a work called “Armored Vessels,” || And the nature of that stream is such (he any 


It seemed to us that the soil atthat | 


bility of that point againsthostile attack, Aas the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Kerrey} 
compliments me with his attention, f hope he will 
answer me in the argument which T make upon 
these points, if be can. In regard to the first 
point, | undertake to say that the necessity and 
advantage of fresh water have been greutly exag- 
gerated by the friends of the site in the Delaware 
river. But little is yet known in this country on 
the subject of the relative action of fresh and salt 
water upon iron bottoms. We are in the infancy 


_ofaniron navy. We have just commenced build- 


ing such vessels. We have been so much in the 
sphere of action, the necessities of our position 
have driven us so much to practice constant in- 
exorable action that we have not had time to 
experiment much upon such matters or to find 
time to theorize. England has been for a centary 
speculuting aud experimenting apon this precise 
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subject, and what is the result? [ admit all the 
science the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Kevriey]| possesses, and he has brought into his 
report much more, culled from the report of Brit- 
ish associations, and it runs through ten or fifteen 
pages of his report. But what is the result to 
which they have arrived? That the prejudicial 
action of clear sea water upon iron bottoms for 
one hundred years is the two hundred and fifteen 
thousandth part of an inch. ‘The prejudicial 
action of fresh water is twofold, first from oxida- 
tion, and secondly from the attachment of crus- 
tacea and other marine attachments to the iron 
bottom. 
is nearly inappreciable; but whether it be so or 
not, I shall undertake to show upon the highest 


authority that it does not affect iron bottoms in | 


New London harbor. 


The prejudicial effect of | 
marine attachment is very serious—not less so | 


than the gentleman has stated—to the motive | 


power and efficiency of a vessel. 
In one hundred years, then, according to the 


experiments of England, which are the best lights | 


we can have, the rusting of an iron bottom is the 
two hundred and fifteen thousandth part of an 
inch. If my friend’s lease of life were as long as 
that, or if the deterioration of the human sysiem 
were as slow as that, itseems tome, Mr. Speaker, 
that there would not be much use for life insurance 
offices. In one hundred years it is the two hun- 
dred and fifteen thousandth part of an inch. If 
our iron-clad navy lasts as long as that in clear 
salt water, the scale upon the surface will hardly 


pay for the one hundred miles of navigation up | 


the Delaware. 


Now there is an injury, and a very serious | 


one, growing out of the attachment of marine 
plants and of marine animals. 


degree almost beyond belief; and they destroy 
or seriously impair the efficiency of an iron or of 
an iron-plated steamer. j 
attach inany great degree to wooden hulls. There 
isno doubtthat these barnacles, these alge, these 
sea-worms, these crustacea, of whatever species 


or genera, do lose their life in fresh water, and | 


that the marine plant loses its life in fresh water. 
I assert, however, without fear of contradiction, 
that a condition of things does exist, from what- 
ever cause, speculate on itas you please, summon 


up philosophy as you may,in the waters of New | 


London, which destroys these crustacea, be they 
animal or vegetable. 

If gentlemen have done me the honor to read 
the report of the Naval Committee they will have 
seen that the river Thames, on which the city is 
located,isa fresh-water stream—a very short one, 
to be sure—straight, and very deep, and that it 
is fresh to a point opposite the proposed site of 
the yard. ‘There it meets the waters of New 
London harbor, and a brackish state of the water 
obtains, 


In southern seas | 
they attach with a marvelous rapidity, and to a || 


They do not, however, | 
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If I state aright, the result of the tables || 


| 
} 





| river. 


| ton, and flanked Philadelphia and took it, and | 
held it for five months. 


| blockading the mouth of such a river as that, 


girt shore, and wash the beach at Rockaway”’ 
instead of into the harbor of New London. 

The truth is, and the fact is testified to so that 
the committee did not for a moment doubtit, that | 
this objection does not obtain in our waters; and | 
further proof of it is that the whaling vessels that | 
come from the Arctic circle and lie at our docks 
lose within two days their barnacles and the crus- | 
tacea which attach to them. 

Mr. L. MYERS. With the permisgion of my | 
friend, | would like to ask him whether the ves- | 
sels he speaks of were iron-clad ? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. My friend, I hope, feels | 
a glow of satisfaction in learning that they were 
not. One thing more has been urged against New | 
London, its want of defensibility. If the House | 
shall be patient while I address myself to that 
branch of the subject, I will then relieve it from 
the further sound of my voice. 

It is urged that the site in the Delaware river | 
is thoroughly defensible. Perhaps it is, and per- 
haps itis not. But the shortest path to League 
Island, by an enemy, is not by the Delaware, 
though it may be the only path for us. It is not 
beyond the recollection of those who remember 
the history of our revolutionary war, that the en- 
emy passed into Chesapeake bay, landing at Elk- 


I might here say, with 
reference to the obstructions which are relied 
upon as the chief defenses of the Delaware river, | 
that what is good for defense is good for offense. 
And if the Delaware river can be obstructed at a 
certain point to prevent the entrance of an ene- 
my’s fleet,can anybody give me any reason why 
the enemy cannot cbstruct the entrance at the 
mouth of the bay by chains, torpedoes, or other 
obstructions, and seal up yourentire Navy, while | 
they blockade the mouth as tight as in a bottle? | 
How would you get to sea, with the enemy 





and with obstructions to aid the blockade? 

It is said, indeed it is rather sung than said, 
(the Secretary having set the pitch and the whole 
choir having caught up the refrain,) that New 
London is indefensible in this, that an enemy’s 
fleet with modern ordnance can lay off a short 
distance from the mouth of the harbor and shell 
out the navy-yard if it be established there. The 
committee have found, and the fact is so, and 
military gentlemen who were with the commit- 
tee upon the investigation of that site will attest 
the fact, that the navy-yard site lies about three 
and seven eighth miles from the mouth of the 
Beyond the mouth are numerous islands 


| and headlands admirably fitted for earthwork bat- 


teries. An enemy,then, to lay within shelling 


| distance of the navy-yard, must lay within short | 
| range of the plunging fire of the batteries upon 


| these islands and headlands. 


In other words, to 


|| obtain a range of four miles, and do execution, he | 


In that precise water, upon testimony || 


which cannot be discredited, upon the testimony | 
of Benjamin Silliman—a name known in this | 
House and to the country; I might add, known | 


where the English language is known—who him- || 
self examined the very site, crustacea do not ex- | 


ist. They are destroyed when brought into con- 
tact with those waters. 
eminent geologist and savant of this country iscon- 
firmed by the united testimony of every shipmas- 
ter in New London. 

Some of them are known to gentlemen on the 
other side and some of them togentlemen on this 
side—such men as Williams and Havens, Barnes 
and Williams, Frink and Prentis, and others, 
whose business it has been to chase the leviathan 
of the seas around the Arctic circle. 
established this very fuct, that the barnacles, the 
sea-worms, the crustacea, do not exist, and can- 
not live in the waters of New London harbor. 
The ship-timber men, the pile-drivers, the owners 
of wharves, all unite in testifying to that fact, 
The gentleman (Mr. Ketrey] has attempted to 
discredit the fact without producing a particle of 
evidence, but on a visionary theory of his own, 
that the AUantic ocean pours its resistless tide 


The testimony of that | 





must himself lay within a hundred yards, or a 


hundred feet, it may be, of the batteries at the | 


mouth of the harbor. 
As to what the judgment of science and of prac- 


tical minds is upon that subject, 1 will not follow | 
the gentleman’s example and introduce myself as | 


a witness, but that of a board, the competency of 
whose testimony cannot be questioned for an in- 
stant. 


It is in this report on armored vessels, | 


which contains a great deal of information, and 1 | 


/ commend it to the consideration of my friends 


upon the other side. In the report of the board 
called together by the Secretary of the Navy for 
the purpose of investigating the very question we 


‘| are now considering, whether an armored fleet 


into the Thames river, and drives the fresh water | 


back up the river. The theory is ingenious enough 
if it were not met by the fact that Long Island and 
Fisher’s Island lie across the harbor, and that 


those sounding waves of the Atlantic, of which | 
the gentleman speaks in still more sounding | 


phrase, are dashed upon * old Long Island’s sea- 


opinion is given on page 3: 


* We do not hesitate to express our opinion, notwith- 
standing all that we have heard orseen written on the sub- 


| Jeet, that no ship or floating battery, however heavily she 
| may be plated, can cope successfully with a properly con- 
| structed fortification. The one is fixed and immovable, 


and though constructed of a material which may be shat- 


| tered by shot, can be covered, if need be, by a much heav- 


ier armor than the floating vessel can bear, while the other 
is subjected to the disturbance of wind and waves, and the 


| powerful effect of tide and current.” 


The problem proposed by the gentleman is, that 
a fleet can come from England or the Continent, 
weighed down by its weight of armor, cross the 
ocean thus weighed down, and then lay within a 
few hundred yards’ range of batteries at the mouth 
of a river, and shell out the naval establishment 


of the country four miles above without danger to 


| can be kept off by local immovable batteries, this | 
They have || 


| 
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itself. That problem would seem to be solved by 
the opinion just cited, if it had not been before de- 
cided bycommon sense. Added to this would be 
the presence of your own invulnerable iron-clad 
Navy, present for its protection with all the mod- 
ern paraphernalia of torpedoes, rams, and engines 
of destruction created by the genius of our coun- 
trymen, stimulated to its wonderful advancement 
in all the arts of offense and defense. 

. The testimony the gentleman has cited for his 
assertion of the indefensibility of New London, 
and the only testimony, is that Colonel Ould re- 
cently, in a conversation with one of our officers 
in relation to the exchange of prisoners, asserted 
that Charleston was untenable from the fire of our 
batteries there. I must confess that it was with 
surprise bordering on astonishment that 1 heard 
that gentleman, above all others, cite on so im- 
portant a point as this the testimony of rebels in 
arms against the Government of the United States. 
I well recollect at the last session with what won- 
derful indignation he pounced upon his friend and 
colleague from the same State [Mr. Mixiier] be- 
cause that colleague had made acharge upon him 
and had fortified it by the statement of one Robert 
Tyler, | think, whom my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Keviey] denounced as arebel in arms 
against the Government, and as unworthy of 
being cited as witness before this loyal House. 
And yet the only testimony he offers to the fact 
he asserts is the testimony of this rebel colonel, 
and to a fact that is contradicted by the knowl- 
edge of every man on this floor, because Charles- 
ton is still tenable against the fire of our naval 
batteries that have been operating against it now 
for more than a year and a day—thie lifetime al- 
lowed by the laws. 

And the truth is, right here, Mr. Speaker, that 
the effective range of modern ordnance isat such an 
elevation—I ask my friend opposite to take notice 
—as that itcannotapply to naval vessels. To pro- 
pela shot to doexecution at a range of four or five 
miles you mustelevate your ordnance to thirty or 
forty degrees. You cannot do that on board of 
aniron-clad vessel. The very moment that a port- 
hole is constructed for that purpose, or the hull ofa 
vessel is constructed for that purpose, you have 
lost her efficiency as an iron-clad; and it is a fact 
known to every man on this floor that, from first 
to last, no iron-clad in our country, no iron-clad 
in Charleston harbor has attempted to throw a 
shot at that range toward the city of Charles- 
ton, for the reason that on board a vessel they 
could not elevate their guns at such a degree as 
to make their range effective. With batteriés at 
the mouth of our harbor we could keep at sea 
four or five miles from shore an enemy’s fleet by 
the very range spoken of. 

Now, on this question of defensibility (and 
with this I shall close) I am willing to leave the 
case with the testimony of experts. My friend 
alleges that New London is not only undefended, 
but indefensible. Thatis his opinion. His opin- 
ion is entitled, I have no doubt, to great weight. 
I know that he has had some military experience. 
I recollect very well thatthe gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Cox] read here one of the most amusin 
cone of military autobiography that I ever hear 

efore a public body, wherein was given the mili- 
tary experience of my friend on that night, 1 be- 
lieve either before or after the battle of Gettysburg, 
(my friend can correct me if | am wrong,) when 
my military critic lay, in his own language, upon 
his back, ‘* gazing at the misty, mazy mysteries 
of the Milky Way.”’ [Laughter.] When, there- 
fore, my friend, relying upon that military expe- 
rience, sets it up against the judgment of the 
authorities that are alluded to in the report of the 
majority of the committee, I must defer to him 
personally; but I must still claim that, before 
this House, the judgment of such authorities as 
we have cited is better than even his judgment. 

And, sir, this question of defensibility is one that 
these lawyers here cannot determine. It isa ques- 
tion that the farmers here cannot determine. Itisa 
question that the debaters here cannot determine. 
It is intrinsically a question of naval and military 
science and engineering, and a very uncertain one 
at the best. hat say the military critics upon 


this question? General Cullen, chief of engineers 
of the army of the Potomac, who examined the 
subject with reference to this very question, gave 
the committee his opinion that no harbor in the 
United States was more easily defended. Major 
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General George B. McClellan,who,whatever may 


be said of his capactiy to lead an army in the 
field, history will certainly, with one accord, pro- 
claim as the ablest or one of the ablest engineer- 


ing officers and military scholars that this country | 


has ever produced—he himself examined this 
harbor, with precise reference to this very ques- 
tion, with a knowledge of improved ordnance and 
the revolution in naval architecture, and gave it 
as his opinion that it was a very eligible place for 
a naval station. 

General Dix, within whose military depart- 
ment the place is, has also made an examination 
of it with reference to that question. Admiral 
Stringham also made a similar examination. 
Commodore Van Brunt, who afterward com- 
manded the Minnesota in that gallant fight that 
she made for two days against that unseemly 
monster of the ocean, the first Merrimac, the first 
iron-clad of which we had knowledge—that mon- 
ster of whom my classical friend might perhaps 
truly say, in the language of the poet, ‘* monstrum 
horrendum, informe, ingens, cui lumen ademptum,”’ 
that shapeless beast upon the waves, wallowing 
its way to the all but certain destruction of our 
Navy—he who fought her for two days in his 
wooden walls, has also given it as his opinion 
that this is a most eligible site fora naval station, 
and easily defended. Andsuch wasthe judgment 
of Admiral Foote, of Commodore Ringgold, of 
Admiral Paulding, and that sound, sensible com- 
mander in the Navy to-day, who has charge of the 


entire iron-clad department of this country at the || 


Brooklyn navy-yard, Admiral Gregory. So that, 
on the question of defensibility, l must wait until 


I see better authorities arrayed against such a mul- 
titude of witnesses as these, whose reputation is | 
not inferior to that of any others in this or any | 


other lands. 

Mr. Speaker, this place is offered to the Gov- 
ernment. I heard something fall from my friend, 
which I was sorry to hear, about land speculation. 
My friend generally speaks pretty clearly, and I 
think I have not misunderstood him. My friend 
has intimated that there isa land speculation at 
New London. He intimates on this floor that 
which he did not intimate in committee, and which 
was proved before him,in the committee, to be a 


gross slander upon the constituents whom I rep- | 


resent. It may not be parliamentary, butit is true, 
nevertheless; and I do not propose to abate any- 
thing of the declaration. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. It was argued, if it be proper 
to mention the matter, very elaborately before 
the committee that the establishment of an insti- 
tution which would require more labor than there 
were people in the town must lead to inordinate 
speculation inland. You cannot, sir, double the 
population of a village without creating specula- 
tion in town lots. It is not possible to do so, 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to discuss 
what has occurred in committee. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. So | understand; and 
that sin is not upon my skirts. 


Mr. Speaker, there is a fish which, I believe, is || 


called the cuttle-fish—I am not now able to give 
the name by which it is known in natural history— 
and which, after it makes an attack and is pursued, 
surrounds itself with an inky cloud, and so at- 
tempts to escape from the assault which itself has 
provoked. 1| make, of course, no application of 
this fact of natural history to anything which has 
occurred within the last five minutes. But, sir, 
when a gentleman on this floor in a speech alludes 
to land speculation in connection with sucha sub- 


ject, I understand, (I don’t know how it seems to | 
other gentlemen,) but | understood an insinuation |) 


to be made against the parties proposing it, and 
to the effect that the Government is in some way 
to be cheated by these parties, and I did not un- 
derstand the gentleman to refer to the legitimate 
increase of a city (which every man has a right 
to desire) arising from the location of a Govern- 
ment work. 
posed sites there are harpies who would pick up 
the land, and interest themselves to make an un- 
conscionable bargain with the Government. I 
understand that the gentleman does not mean 
that in reference to New London, by his dis- 
claimer, and there is nothing left to reply to. 
Mr. KELLEY. I didnot meanthat. I know 
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It may be that at some of the pro- | 





| 
| that this land was tendered as a gift to the Gov- 
| ernment; and I know that the mere doubling of 
the population of a town suddenly must create 
land speculations. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE, That, Mr. Speaker, is 
a legitimate consideration. It naturally follows 
if there is any speculation in reference to land 
it is a speculation among themselves, where one 
man is the loser and another is the gainer, and 
with which the Government has nothing to do. 
My friend has taken back what | understood to 
be the natural inference from his remarks, that 
there was to be such land speculation as would 
| be to the injury of the Government, 1 stated be- 
fore the committee, and I state it now with a full 
knowledge of the business of thatlittle town, that 
not a foot, not an inch of real estate or personal 
property there has changed hands since this sub- 
ject was mentioned on account of the pending of 
this question. Wealways have felt that we have 
had too just a case to resort to any but fair means. 
Notwithstanding we had to contend against so 
great a city as Philadelphia in such a stormy fo- 
rum as this, we have thought we could make 
| itso clear to the House that they could not fail 
to see the merits of the case of New London. 

I have only tosay, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, 
that we offer you to-day what I believe to be the 
best natural roadstead on the American continent, 
| admitted by the naval authorities and by a vast 
majority of naval officers outside of the Depart- 
ment to be such. ‘There is no speculation in the 
purchase. Connecticut, though smallas she is— 
and [| do not propose to allude to her past ser- 
vices or present position; I disclaim all that sort 
| of Buncombe—the State of Connecticut has of- 

fered it to you for nothing. You have but to put 

your hand out and take it. That is all. 
|| ‘The question is now, with such a harbor as 
that, with such advantages, with soil remarkably 
adapted for Government works, as the engineer 
of the yard tells you, almost made to your hand 
by natural excavation for docks, in a healthful 
climate, in a genial latitude, because the temper- 
ature there is moderated by the Gulf stream, de- 
clared by Humboldt to be one of the most health- 
ful spots in America; the question is whether 
you will refuse the best place for a naval depot 
for iron-clads that is offered to you for nothing. 
| I beg of this Hlouse not to imitate the folly of the 
Roman emperor who turned away the Sibyl! 
while presenting the leaves upon which the fate 
of the Roman empire depended. Lask you not 
to throw away this opportunity for obtaining the 
| best place on the continent for a great naval sta- 
| tion. 
| ask you to consider it; if not now, to postpone 








consider it from day to day, so that you may at 
| last lay broad and deep the foundations of our 
| Navy. You mustdo it. Itis your duty to be- 
come a first-class naval Power, and if to-day you 
recklessly throw away the chance, at some hour 
when it is too late you will repent atthe expense 
of your national honor and the position you ought 
| to maintain as mistress of the seas. [ask you to 
| pause before you decide, and to decide at last by 
merits and not by numbers. The action of to- 
day decides, for the illimitable future, the effi- 
ciency of your Navy, it may be, your position as 
a naval Power. Itis at once your duty and your 
| destiny to become a first-class naval nation. Lay, 
| then, the foundations strong and deep, not in shal- 
low waters or upon quicksands, but, seizing these 
great rfatural advantages, the want of which 
| France vainly strives to supply by art, 
| for the Governmenta station for that Navy which 
is yet to ride the mistress of the seas and wring 
|| from reluctant England the baton of the ocean. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
as the gentleman from Connecticut in his closing 
words speaks for New London, so, | say, argues 
the Secretary of the Navy, in his annual report 
just made to the President, in his remarks favor- 
ing the location at League Island fora ‘‘navy-yard 
for iron vessels and machinery,”’ that if now the 
United States loses this generous offer of the city 


iceept 
t 


was not that [ wished the House to understand 
that I was about to make a lengthy speech on the 
subject; not that I desired to advocate League 
Island because it happened to be located in a por- 
tion of the district [am endeavoring to represent, 





| it, that you may look at it more seriously and | 


of Philadelphia, gone forever is the opportunity. | 
When I wanted the floor a few minutes ago, it | 
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but merely to state, based upon such arguments 
as I hope toadduce, beginning with the report of 
the commission to which the gentleman has re- 
ferred, that I think League Island should be at 
once accepted,and that the minority report of the 
Committee en Naval Affairs should be adopted 
without delay, as recommending the place, of 
all others, most suited for the purposes of build- 
ing an iron navy, and as offering reasons unan 

swerable, in my opinion, for the favorable action 
of the House. 

There are several points in the majority report 
of the commission to which [ ask your attention. 
[am not, Mr. Speaker, about to enter into an in- 
vestigation of the birthplaces of its members. I 
do not intend to condescend to make such asmall 
warfare upon worthy officers of the Navy who 
constituted itas to name for the sake of an argu- 
ment against their fairness where they were bora, 
but L will take oceasion to say that Commodore 
John Marston, an able and accomplished gentle- 
man, and a near relative of my friend and col- 
league from the first district of Pennsylvania, 
came from the State of Massachusetts; and that 
Commodore Gardiner, an equally meritorious of- 
ficer, who signed the majority report of the com- 
mission, Was a native of the State of Maryland. 


| It dues not matter to me that Rear Admiral String- 


ham, whose life has been passed in the Navy to 
the glory and honor of the country, was reared 
in the State of New York; nor will l stop to inquire 
for the birthplace of Engineer Sanger. Philudel- 
phia does claim her honored son, Professor A. 
D. Bache, but claiming him she does not here or 
elsewhere impugn the motives of others whose 
lives have illustrated a conscientious discharge of 
duty, or attempt to fasten upon them the narrow 
and selfish argument of locality before country. 
I wish now to do justice to the members of the 
commission, and to protest against any remarks 
tending to reflect upon their action, and to dis- 
claim for them, as 1 do for myself, any idea of 
being influenced on this subject otherwise than 
for the advantage of the Navy. 

Mr. Speaker, | throw out of consideration this 
pointof locality in selecting a site for sucha navy 
yard as the country really wants; but Ll will makg 
an effort to show the House that the report of 
the majority of the commission proves almost con- 
clusively, upon all the leading requirements neces- 
sary for a naval station for iron-clads, armature, 
and machinery, that League Island is unsur- 
passed in the depth and freshness of the waters 
flowing around it, in its nearness to every article 
used in building iron vessels, and its defensibility. 
The gentleman from Connecticut, I think, will, 
upon reflection, concede at least the latter point, 
and will not again speak of Philadelphia being 
outflanked in one of the earlier wars. He must 
look to the history of our revolutionary struggie, 
and not forget, when he attempts to undervalue 
the defenses of the Delaware river, that hostile 
fleets have visited his favorite harbor, and that 
armies have marched and fought successfully at 
his very threshold. He has not told usthat New 
London was outflanked; that Fort Griswold, on 
Groton Heights, was outflanked. He forgot to 
state that in September, 1731, a Briush fleet left 
the eastern end of Long Island in the evening, and 
that upon the next morning it appeared in front of 
New London and almost burnt it to ashes; while 
at tlle same time a British army attacked Fort 
Griswold, took its garrison, after a gallant de- 
fense by New England patriots, and after its sur- 
render basely murdered the brave Colonel Led- 
yard. Lam quoting history. 

Such was the defensibility of New London. 
There have been improvements in building fov- 
tifications and in constructing vessels of war. 
Steam and iron have changed the character of 
attack and defense; but relatively the Delaware 
river is more capable of withstanding attacks of 
armies or navies than New London. eague 
Island is further from the ocean by many miles, 


_and the approach of a hostile fleet is almost im- 


possible. So much, Mr. Speaker, for the point 
of defensibility, and upon it the majority of the 
commission decides ** that the two sites may be 
regarded as equal.’’ I leave it to the House to 
say whether they can fail todetermine that League 
Isiand artificially and naturally can be made unas- 
sailable. My opinion is that immense outlays of 
money will be necessary to put New London ina 
proper state of defense. But a few miles from the 
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ocenon, within range of the gunnery how In use, 
what, with the continued improvements, will not 
be done? Five or six miles tor projectiles will not 
gecure any fort, while armored ships will in defi- 


tack, and willbe secure from dan- 
Mr. Speaker, | have 


ance wakeana 
gir by 
gaid that tle 
a navy-yard for the construction of jron-clads are 
to be found more fully at League Island than at 
New Loudon. Iwill go on fucther in my en- 
deavor to prove this from the report of the com- 


mission, 


ihe powe rot steam. 


BANKRUPT BILL. 


Mr. JENCKES. I desire to interrupt the gen- 
teman from Pennsylvania, and say to him that 
the final vote on the passage of the bankrupt biil 
was postyoned from last session until to-day. | 
ask the cousent of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vanin, and of the House, to take up that matter, 
and put the bill upon tts passage to-day. 

There be ing ho vwbjyection, the bill (ui. R. No. 
424) toest uniform system of bankruptey 
throughout the United States was taken up for 
action, 

Mr. JENCKES. By 


reason of the postpone- 
ment, it becomes nes irytom ike an alteration 
in the last section of the bill in reference to the 
time when it shall take effect. | move to amend 
by striking out the 
1864,”’ and inserting “ Ist of June, 1865.”’ 

Th ndment agreed to, 
Mr. CRAVENS. I ask the gentleman from 
Rhode Islaud to let csis bill be postponed ull Uhis 
day week. 

Mr. JENCKES. 
and Emove the pre 


The previ 


“tine Was 


I decline to yield the floor, 
vious que suon. 


us question was seconded, and the 


greatest requisites for the location of 





words ** Ist of September, 


main question ordered, which was on the passage | 


of the bill. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 


Mr. CRAVENS demanded the yeas and nays | 


on the passage of ihe bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and it was decided in 


the uffirmative—yeas 76, nays 56, not voling 50; 
as follows: 
YEAS—MWessrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Ashley, 


Augustus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Baxtcr, Beaman, 
Biow, Boutwell, brandegee, Brooks, James 8. Brown, Chan 
ler, Ambrose W. Ciark, Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter Da 
vie, Tiuias T. Davis, Dawes, Deming, Dixon, Driggs, 
Eliot, Bugiich, Parneworth, Prank, Ganson, Gooch, Grin 
nell, Griswold, Herrick, Hooper, Asalel W. Hubbard, John 
IH. Hubbard, Ualourd, Jenckes, Kasson, Kelley, Francis 
W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg. Kernan, King, Kuox, Little 
john, Longyear, Marvin, MeBride, Melndoe, Samuel F. 
Miller, Daniel Morris, Norton, Odell, Pike, Pomeroy, Pruyn, 
Radford, Alexander UL. Rice, Join UH. Rice, James 8. Rol 


lins, Scofield, Scott, Shannon, Spalding, Sweat, Thayer, | 


‘Townsend, Upson, Van Vaikenburgi, Ward, William B. | 


Washburn, Webster, Williams, Windom, aud Benjamin 
Wood—76. 


NAYS— Moesers. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, Baily, 
Blaine, Blair, Bliss, Boyd, Cobb, Cox, Cravens, Dawson, 


Denison, Uckley, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, Finek, Gartield, |! 
Grider, Uardvag, Harrington, Uolman, lugersoll, Lazear, Le | 


Bieud, Loac, Long, Mall ry, Mare 3 
MeKinney, Morrill,James it. Morris, Morrison, Leonard My 


v, McClurg, McDowell, | 


ers, Noble, Charles O'Neil, John ONeill, Orth, Pendleton, | 


Perbam, Price 
Rogers, Edward U. Rollins, Ross, Schenck, Smithers, Wil 
lium G. Steele, Stevens, Tracy, Wadsworth, Whaley, and 
W tlson—-55 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aneona, Anderson, Broomall, 
William G. Brown, Freeman Clarke, Clay, Coffroth, Don- 
nelly, Dumont, Penton, Hale, Hall, Benjamin G. Harris, 
Cliaries M. Harris, Hichy, Motehkiss, Hutchins, PhilipJobn 
bon, William Johnson, Julian, Kalbfleisch, Knapp. Law, Me 
Allister, Middieton, William H, Miller, Moorhead, Amos 
Myers, Nelson, Patterson, Perry 
Starr, John B. Steele, Strouse, Stuart, Thomas, 
Voorhees, Elihu B. Washburne, Wheeler, Chilton A. 
White, Joseph W. White, Wilder, Winfield, Fernando 
Wood, Wovdbridge, and Yeamapn—50, 


Se the bill was passed. 


, Robinson, Sloan, Simith, 


Stiles, 


During the roll-call, 

Mr.WILLIAMS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Moornmeap, was detained at home in conse- 
quence of sickness in his family. 

Mr. ORTH stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Junsan, was confined to his room by sickness. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. JENCKES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


, Samucl J. Randall, William Ul. Randall, | 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, resumed the 


floor on the question of the naval depot for iron. | 


clads, but yielded to 


Mr, J. C. ALLEN, who moved that the House 
do now adjourn. 


| 


i 





Mr. GRINNELL. 1 ask the gentleman to |} 


eld to me for a moment. 


Mr. J.C.ALLEN. Certainly. 
TAX ON DOMESTIC LIQUORS. 


Mr. GRINNELL. Ilask unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill to amend section five, chapter 
one hundred and seventy-three, of the laws of the 
Thirty-Eigbth Congress, to increase the tax on 
whisky to be manwactured. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. Itenacts that the actreferred 
to shall be soamended as that there shall be levied, 
collected, and paid,on all spirits that may be dis- 
tilled and sold, or distilled and removed for con- 
sumption or sale, of first proof,on aud after July 
1, 1864, and prior to December 15, 1864, a duty of 
$1 50 on cach and every gallon, and on and after 
December 15, 1664,a duty of two dollars on each 
and every gallon. 

Mr. HLOLMAN: I object. 

NAVY-YAKD AT GRAND HAVEN, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill to provide for the es- 
tablishment of a navy-yard and naval depot at 
Grand Haven, in the State of Michigan; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


IMPROVEMENT IN THE HARBOR, OF ERIE. 


Mr. SCOFIELD, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill mating an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvements in the harbor of Erie, 
in the State of Pennsylvania; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 


DUTY ON MINERAL COAL. 


Mr. CHANLER. I ask unanimous consent 
to offer the following resolution: 

Whereas under the exhaustive plea of military neces- 
sity anew and burdensome system of taxation has been 
imposed upon the laboring classes and consumers through 
out the country: Therefore, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee of Ways and Means be, 
and are hereby, requested to take prompt and efficient 
means to lessen the sufferings of the industrial classes by 
reducing the tax on mineral coal, now become one of the 
prime necessities of life, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


Objection was made. 
BOUNTY LANDS TO SOLDIERS, ETC. 


Mr. SPALDING, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill granting a quarter section of land 
to every soldier, sailor, and marine, whether cit- 
izen or alien, who shall have served one year in 
the Army or Navy of the United States during 
the war of rebellion; which was read a first and 
second time, aud referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE HUDSON. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a billrelative to the construction 
and maintenance of a bridge across the Hudson 
river, at Albany, in the State of New York, and 
the establishment of the same asa post route; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


ST. LOUIS AND IRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD. 


Mr. BLOW, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a billmaking a grant of public lands to aid in the 
construction of the St. Louis and Iron Mountain 
railroad; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PUBLIC LANDS TO SOLDIERS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That it would be just and expedient to set 
apart a portion of the public lands for the benefit of such 
soldiers of the United States as have been or shail be per- 


| manently disabled during the present war, and whose cir- 


cumstances may require the generous aid of their country ; 
and that the committee on Public Lands be instructed to 
report a bill granting to the several States portions of the 


| public lands, the proceeds of which shall be applied to the 


exclusive benefit of such soldiers, either in founding homes 
for them in their respective States, or otherwise, as the 
several State Legislatures may determine; and that the 
said committee also inquire into the expediency of per- 


| Mitting the several States to apply the proceeds of the pub- 


i 


lic lands granted to them by the act of Congress approved 
July 2, 186%, to the same purpose, or to the support and ed- 
ucation of the orphan children of such soldiers as have died 
gr sball die in the service of the United States during the 
present war, aud to report by bill or otherwise. 


OBE. 
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December 13, 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. That resolution in- 
structs the committee absolutely to report such 
a bill. I would suggest to the gentleman to so 
modify it as to direct the committee to inquire into 
the expediency of so doing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to the diversion of the 
lands which have been appropriated for the pur- 
poses of agricultural colleges in the several States, 
that is to be merely a matter of inquiry. Butas 
to the grant of lands for homes to disabled sol- 
| diers in the several States, I have made it impera- 
tive, and I would prefer to have it go to the com- 
mittee in that‘form. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Itis the usual prac- 
tice of the House, I believe, especially at such a 
time as this, when we have no time for full con- 
sideration, not to instruct acommittee absolutely 
to reporta bill. IL refer to this os a mere matter of 
courtesy to the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. As the Secretary of the 
Treasury has referred to the public lands as a 
matter of considerable importance, in relation to 
a sinking fund, I must object to the introduction 
| of this resolution at the present time. . 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is not the gentleman from 
| Vermont [Mr. Morritt] too late with his ob- 
ection? 

The SPEAKER. He is too late. But the 
| gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fannswortu] was 
in time with his objection, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I must object, unless 
the resolution is modified as I have suggested. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not press it at this 
| time; 1 will withdraw it. 


OVERLAND CALIFORNIA MAIL. 


Mr. DAILY. I ask unanimous consent to 
| offer the following resolution: 


Whereas it is charged by Joseph H. Burbank, who was 
a bidder at the last Jetting of the overland California mail 
service, that the late Postmaster General did him gross 
injustice in this, that he refused or failed to offer him the 
contract for more than thirty days after he could have easily 
| done so, (when there were only ninety days given to pre- 
pare for so large a contract,) and after the Postmaster Gen- 
| eral did make to said Burbank a direct and explicit offer of 
said contract, both by telegraph and letter, said Burbank ac- 
cepted the offer immediately and unconditionally, and at a 
large expense commenced preparation for the service, but 
when he sent his agent to Washington fully empowered to 
formally close up the contract, the late Postmaster General 
told him that the contract was given to Ben. Holladay : 
Theretore, 

Resolved, That, if not inconsistent with the public service, 
the Postmaster General be requested to furnish this House 
with a full statemeut of all bids and bidders, letters, and 
telegrams, showing to whom and how the letting of the 
contract for the overland California mail was made, and the 
evidences of which may be in the Post Office Department. 


Mr. BROOKS. It is not for me to defend the 
Administration; but itseems to me that the phrase- 
ology of that resolution is objectionable. 

Mr. BENNET. 1 must object to the introduc- 
tion of this resolution until it is so modified as to 
be addressed to the President or directly to the 
Postmaster General. 

And then, on motion of Mr. B. WOOD, (at 
| twenty minutes past three o’clock,) the House 
| adjourned. 

















IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, December 13, 1864. 


Prayer by Rev. Tuomas Bowman, D. D., Chap- 
lain to the Senate. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. SPRAGUE presented the credentials of 
Hon. Henry B. Antuony, chosen by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Rhode Island a Senator from 
that State for the term of six years, commencing 


March 4, 1865; which were read and ordered to be 
filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER, I present the petition of Blake, 
Brothers & Co., bankers in Bostonand New York, 
in which they set forth that they were the owners 
of certain certificates of indebtedness of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, amounting to the 
sum of $10,000; that these certificates were lost; 
that evidence was furnished to the Treasury De- 
partment of the loss, but that down to this day 
they have not received full compensation for the 
loss. They pray Congress to provide a remedy 
in their special case, and also by further legisla- 
tion to protect the interests of persons in such situ- 
i ation. As the questions involved in this petition 
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concern the finances and credit of the country, | 
move that it be veferred to the Commitee on Ft- 
nance. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. LiIGWALRD. 1 beg leave to present the 
petition of the grand and pett jurors of the east- 
ern judicial district of Michigan, praying for ad- 
ditional compensation for their travel and attend- 
ance. They complain that the compensation at 
present allowed by law is not adequate to pay 
their expenses in attending court, and that they 
are obliged to pay alarge balance out of their 
own pockets, 1 move the reference of the peti- 
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. HOWARD. 1 present also the memorial 
of N. G. Isbell, collector of the port of Detroit, 
praying rehef agaist the operation of the joint 
resolution of April 29, 1864, increasing the rate 
of duties upou imported articles fifty per cent., 


whieh L ask may be referred to the Committce i] 


on Finance. 
lt was so ordered. 


KEPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was reterred so much 
of the President’s annual message as relates to 
our foreign relations, reported a bill (3. No. 356) 
to authorize the President of the United States to 
transfer a gunbeat to the Government of the re- 
public of Liberia; which was read and passed to 
a second reading. 

REVENUE CUTTERS ON THE LAKES. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 350) to 
authorize the purchase or construction of revenue 
cutters on the lakes, direct me to report it back 
“with an amendment, and, as there are reasons for 
its immediate consideration, | will ask the Senate 
to act upon itnow., 

There being no objection, the Scnate, as in 
Committce of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which proposes to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to construct or purchase 


not exceeding six steam revenue cutters for ser- | 
vice on the lakes, and appropriates $1,000,000, or | 


so much thereof as may be necessary, for that 
purpose. 

‘The amendment of the Committee on Finance 
was to insert the words ‘Sand alter’ after the 
word * purchase,”” 

The amendment was egreed to. 


he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 


and the amendment was concurred in, 
Mr.SHERMAN. | will ask for the reading 
of a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury on 
this subject. 
The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 


Treasury Departuent, December 8, 1364. 

Sin: IT have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 7ih instant, requesting information as to 
ihe number of reveute cutters now on the lakes, their 
efficiency, and the necessity for Uicir increase. 

The number of cutters heretofore maintained on the 
northern lakes was six, ‘They were sailing vessels, and 
of such build and rig as to prevent their cruising with efli- 
ciency. In 1851 five of them were direeted to be brought 
down the St. Lawrence to the Atlantic coast, in the hope 
that they might be used advantageously in the preventive 
service. One was left upon the lakes, but found to be 
worthless, and sold. During the last wiatera contract was 
made with parties to build an efficient steamer for revenue 
service on Lake Erie, which vessel is so nearly completed 
that her trial trip has been ordered for to day. ‘This is the 
only steamer beionging to the Goverument applicable to 
revenue purposes on all the lakes. 

The necessity, however, for preventing smugglingalong 
our northern troutier, Which the Government has satisfac 
tory evidence is carcied on toagreat extent, induced the Sec- 
retry to charter two steamers for temporary service, one 
on Lake Erie and one on Lake Ontario. One of these ves- 
sels was lost on eutering the harbor of Cleveland, and thé 


clurter of the other has expired and she has gone out of 


service. 

I therefore recommend that authority be given to build 
or purchase five efficient steam vessels for the use of the 
revenue department on the northern lakes, which, in addi- 


tion to the one just completed, will make the number of 


cutters previously employed. 

{tis possible that the number here recommended may 
not all be required. The great length of the coast to be 
guarded, and in some parts its close proximity to the Cana- 
dian shore, demand coustant vigilance, and the proper au- 
thority should be conserved tc meet all contingencies. 


it possible such vessels should “be completed and com- 4 


missioued by the opening of uavigation. 

i am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

W. P. FESSENDEN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Joun Snerman, 


|| considered the arrangement referred to carefully | 
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Mr. FOSTER. 1 willask the honorable Sena- 
tor, the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
armed vessels. 

SHERMAN. I understand that revenue 
culfers are usu lly armed witha pivot gun. The y 
are not vessels of war, nor are they armed like 
naval vessels, They are not in the descriptive 
words of our treaty with Great Britain. They 
are usually armed, as 1 understand, with a light || 
pivoteun, sufliciently powerful to answer the pur- || 
pose of n revenue cutter, to stop a vessel or any- 
thing of that kind; nothing more. 

Mr. FOSTER. The reason of my inquiry was || 
thatby an arrangement between the Government || 
of the United States and the British Government, |} 
| if L mistake not, in April, 1817, there were stipu- 
lations in regard to the armed forces which the || 
| Governments of Great Britain and the United || 
| States should have upon the lakes. If these ves- | 


if these are to be 
Mr. 


sels were armed, they would be contrary to the | 
provisions of that arrangement. I made the in- | 
quiry simply with a view of understanding the | 
facts, 


Mr.SHERMAN. The Committee on Finance 


before reporting the bill. I have it now before 


me. It provides: 


‘“'The naval force to be maintained upon the American || 
lakes by his Majesty and the Government of the United 
States shall henceforth be confined to the following vessels 

| on each side; thatis: 

* On Lake Ontario, to one vessel not exceeding one hun- 
dred tons burden, and armed with one 18 pound cannon. 

* On the upper lakes, to two vessels, not exceeding like || 
burden each, and armed with like force. 

|} On the waters of Lake Champlain, to one vessel not 
exceeding lilee burden, and armed with like force. i 

‘Alf other armed vessels on these lakes shall be forth- | 
with dismantied, and no other vessels ot war shall be there 
built or armed.”? 


Under this arrangement both parties, both the 
United States and Great Britain, have kept reve- || 
nue cutters on the lakes. We had six sailing || 
revenue cutters there, but recently they have been 
inefficient, and within the last year 

Mr. JOHNSON. Were they armed? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘They were armed, as I 
have mentioned, with one light pivot gun. Five | 
of them, under the direction of the Secretary, were || 
| broughtto the sea coast, and found unsuitable for || 
the service there, and the other was sold. This || 
bill simply substitutes steam revenue cutters for || 
| sailing revenue cutters, 1 presume they will be 
armed in the ordinary way that revenue cutters 
on the ocean are, with some light arm. 

I will state that the necessity for immediate ac- 
tion isthat two vessels were chartered during the 
last summer for service on the lakes; the charter 
has expired; and the Secretary of the ‘Treasury || 
desires to either purchase or construct vessels, so 
that they may be ready for service at the open- 
ing of navigation. | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
| third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, {| 





Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion (S. No. 82) to encourage enlistments, and || 
promote the efficiency of the military forces of 
the United States; which was read twice by its |} 
title, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, 

On motion of Mr. LANE, of Kansas, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to foreigu immigration be reierred to the Commit 
tee on Agricuiture. 


DEBORAH JONES. 


Mr. FOSTER. I move that-the Senate pro- |; 
ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 465. 
It came to the Senate during the last session, was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and has | 
| been reported back. It was my impression that || 
it passed during the last session. It is a very || 
short bill, and there is a short report connected || 

with it. 
| ‘The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as 
, in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- | 
| sider the bill (EL. R. No. 465) for the relief of || 

Deborah Jones. lt authorizes the Secretary of || 

the Interior to place the name of Deborah Jones, || 

the widow of the late Captain Ezekiel Jones, of 
| the county of Oneida, New York, upon the pen- 
ii sion roll, at the rate of twenty dollars per month, i) 


| the bill which states the facts. 
| ing of the report. " 
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| according to the provisions of the act to grant 


pensions, approved July 14, 1862, which pen- 
sion is to commence from the 6th of November, 
1862. 

Mr. FOSTER. A shert report accompanies 
1 ask for the read- 


The Secretary read it. It appears from the 
affidavits and other papers accompanying the 
memorial of the petitioner that the late Captain 
Ezekiel Jones began recruiting acompany for the 


, one hundred and forty-sixth regimeat New York 


volunteers in the mouth of August, 1862; that he 
labored incessantly at this duty, and by his over- 
exertion brought on a fever, with which he was 


| seized on the Sth of October, 1862, and of which 
| he died on the 6th of November followieg; that 


he was not mustered into the serviceof the United 
States until the 10th of October, and, therefore, 
although he was technically in the servfee at the 
date of his death, and actually, though not tech- 
nically, in the service when his disease was con- 
tracted, his case fulls without the provisions of 
the pension laws. Had he been mustered tn five 
days earlier, or had his system withstood the ap- 
proach of the disease for five days longer, his 


| widow, the petitioner, would have been entitled 


to a pension under existing laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIB ILOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House had passed the following bill, in which 


| the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 


A bill (H. R. No. 424) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States.- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker 


of the House had signed the following enrolled 
billand joint resolutions, which thereupon received 


| the signature of the President pro tempore, namely: 


A bill (H.R. No. 563) in addition to the act 
respecting quarantine and health laws, approved 
February 25, 1799, and for the better execution 
of the third section thereof; 

A joint resolution (EH. R. No, 106) authorizing 


| the Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of cer- 


tain moneys therein mentioned; and 
A joint resolution (IT. R. No. 114) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to expend a portion 


| of the contingent fund for enlarging the Navy De- 


partment building. 
BANKRUPT BILL. 
The bill (H.R. No. 424) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States, was read twice by its title,and, on motion 


of Mr. Fosrer, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


JUAN MIRANDA. 
Mr. CARLILE. A bill (S. No. 238) to ascer- 


tain and settle certain private land claims in the 
State of California, reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands, was, before the adjournment of 
the last session, made the order of the day for this 
day. lLunderstand from the Serator from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. Conness,}] whom I have consulted, 


| this being a California matter, that he would pre- 


fer the bill should go over and be made the special 
order for some subsequent day of the session; and, 
with the approbation of the Senate, | suggest, if 
it meets the views of the Senator from California, 


| that the 10th day of next month be fixed for its 
| consideration. 


Mr. CONNESS. I am informed this morning 
by acitizen of that State,deeply concerned in the 
passage of this bill, that he comes here with im- 
portant facts and papers that relate directly to it, 
which were not before the Senate last year, when 
it was considered, and have never been before the 
committee which reported it. For this reason, I 
prefer at present, if the Senator will consent, that 
the bill be taken up and recommitted to the Com- 


| mittee on Public Lands, before which committee 


this gentleman, and indeed both parties to the case 
can appear, and by which it ean be reéxamined. 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The first ques- 


| tion will be on taking up the bill. 


Mr. CONNESS. While { am up, I desire to 
say to the Senator, and to the Senate, that I feel 
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upon this question that I have performed nearly 
my whole duty in the premises. The Legislature 
of the State that I in part represent here passed 
resolutions against the passage of the bill, and 
those resolutions were presented, and 1 caused 
them to be read to the Senate, and inall other re- 
spects I feel that [ have executed my duty in the 
yremises; but in view of the new facts that are to 
c presented, I think it is the duty of the Senat 
to refer the bill, and my own duty to move thatit 
be referred again to the committee, so that it may 
be fully examined and reported upon again. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 agree with the Senator 
from California. Nodoubt he is right in saying 
that there are papers before the Senate now which 
were not before the committee on the former 


occasion, and that the bill had better be referred | 


back to the Committee on Private Land Claims 


or the —— on Public Lands, that the whole 


matter May be again examined. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
ig on the motion that the Senate take up the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Now the Sen- 
ator from Virginia moves that the bill be post- 

oned—— 

Mr. CARLILE. I withdraw that motion. 

Mr. CONNESS. I move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
On motion of Mr. TEN EYCK, the Senate 


proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- | 


ness; and after some time spent therein the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, December 13, 1864. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer \| the Committee on Printing: 


by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannine. 


Phe Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


RELIEF OF AMERICAN SEAMEN. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid | 


before the House a report of the State Depart- 
ment, transmitting returns of United States col- 
lectors relative to the relief and protection of 
American seamen; which was iehesad to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

EXTRA PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a | 


letter from the Clerk of the House, explanatory 


of hiseeasons for failing to execute a resolution | 


of the House adopted on the last day of the last 
session, relative to additional compensation of 
employés of the House; which was read, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


RECORDING VOTES ON BANKRUPT BILL. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask unani- 


mous consent to record my vote on the passage 


of the bankrupt bill, on which the vote was taken | 


yesterday. 


Leave was granted; and Mr. Wasusurne, of | 


Illinois, voted.in the negative. 


Messrs. Stites, Ancona, Mitier of Pennsy]- | 
vania, Kwapr, Law, and. A. Myers, obtained | 


similar leave, and voted in the negative. 


Messrs. Stoan, Wicper, and Starr, obtained 


similar leave, and voted in the affirmative. 


POLITICAL RELATIONS OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ELIOT, by unanimous consent, intro- || 


duced a joint resolution declaring that the State 
of Louisiana may resume its political relations 
with the Government of the Untied States; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SELECTIONS OF LAND IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. COLE, of California, by unanimous con- | 


sent, introduced a bill to confirm to the State of 
California selections of land made in part satisfac- 


tion of donations by Congress; which was read a | 


first and second time, an 
mittee on Public Lands. 


AID TO RAILROADS IN CALIFORNIA 


Mr. COLE, of California, also, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill granting lands to aid 


referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Public Lands. 
| reference to a special committee when we havea 
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in the construction of certain railroads in the 
State of California; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the select committee 
on the Pacitie railroad. 
MINING DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. COLE, of California, asked unanimous 


consent to introduce a bill to establish a Mining 
Department, and moved its reference to a select 


| committce.on mining, to consist of seven mem- 


bers. 
Mr. BROOKS. | ask for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. BROOKS. Ihave no objection to the sub- 


| ject being taken under consideration by aspecial 


committee, if therecan also be referred an inquiry 
as to the modes and means of obtaining a revenue 
from the mines, as well as the whole question of 
mining. Ifthe whole subject can go toaspecial 
committee I think it should have the considera- 
tion of the House. We ought not to incur ex- 
penditures without obtaining some revenue. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Lllinois. I ask the 
gentleman from California to send it to the Com- 
What is the use of a 


standing committee on the same subject? But | 
am opposed to the whole scheme. 

Mr. COLE, of California. There is no pur- 
pose in this bill to take charge of the mineral 
lands, but only to promote the development of the 
minerals, and a special committee should have 
charge of it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Then the bill is not before 


the House. 
PRINTING OF TREASURY REPORT. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK, by unanimous consent, 


submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and under the rules referred to 


Resolved, That fifteen hundred copies of the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, and one hundred and fifty copies of the estimates 
of appropriations be printed for the use of the ‘Treasury 
Departinent. 


NAVY-YARD AT MILWAUKEE. 

Mr. SLOAN, by unanimous consent, intrd- 
duced a bill to provide for the establishment of a 
navy-yard and naval depot at Milwaukee, in the 
State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

POLITICAL RELATIONS OF LOUISIANA—AGAIN. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 


|| reconsider the vote by which a joint resolution, 
|| introduced by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
|| (Mr. Exsor,] declaring that the State of Louisi- 


ana may resume its political relations with the 


| Government of the United States was referred 


this morning to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
l only ask that the motion be entered. I do it 
for the purpose of having the resolution referred 
to the committee on the rebellious States, where 
I think it properly belongs. 

Mr. ELIOT. [I would say in reply that there 
has been a bill on the same general subject already 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
itis highly desirable that examination should be 
had by that committee of a matter of so much 
importance. Itisone of the standing committees 
ofthis House. I move that the motion to recon- 


| sider be laid on the table. 


Mr. J. C. ALLEN demanded the yeas and 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered, there 
being, on a division, only eighteen in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN demanded tellers on the nays 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. J.C. ALLEN 
and Exior were appointed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, the tellers 
having reported thirty-three in the aflirmative, 
more than one fifth of those present. 

The question was taken, and there was a tie 


| vote—yeas 66, nays 66, not voting 50; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, John D. Baldwin, 
Baxter, Blaine, Blair, Boutweil, Boyd, Ambrose W. Clark, 


Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Dawes, Deming, Dixon, | 


Donnelly, Eckley, Eliot, Farnsworth, Garfield, Gooch, 
Grinnell, Higby, Hooper, Asahel W. Hubbard John H. 
Hubbard, Hulburd, Ingersoll, Jenckes, Kasson, Kelley, 
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| Franeis W. Kellogg, King, Knox, Loan, Marvin, McBride 

| MeChirg, MeIndoe, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Moris’ 
| Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Ciarles O'Neill, Orth, Pat. 
|} terson, Perham, Pike, Price, William H. Randali, Alex 


ander H. Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Seofieig. 
Shannon, Spalding, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Bji}, 
LB. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Wheeler, Wilswy, 
and Windom—66. 

NAYS—Messrs. James ©. Allen, Ancona, Ashley, Ay 
gustusC. Baldwin, Beaman, Bliss, Blow, Brooks, Brooy, 
all, James 8. Brown, Chanler, Cox, Ueury Winter Dayis. 
Dawson, Denison, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, Englis}). 
Finck, Ganson, Griswold, Harding, Harriugton, Herrick. 
Holman, Julian, Kernan, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Le Blond, 
Long, Longyear, Mallory, Marcy, McAllister, MeDowe}), 
Samuel F. Miller, William H. Miller, James RK. Morris, 
Noble, Odell, John O'Neill, Pendleton, Pomeroy, Radford, 
Samuel J. Randall, Rogers, Ross, Schenck, Scott, Stony, 
Smith, Smithers, Starr, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, 
Stevens, Stiles, Townsend, Wadsworth, Williams, Wilder, 
Benjamin Wood, and Yeaman—66. . 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. William J. Allen, Anderson, 
Armold, Baily, Brandegee, William G. Brown, Clay, Coj 
froth, Cravens,Creswell, Thomas T. Davis,Driggs, Dumont, 
Fenton, Frank, Grider, Hale, Hall, Benjamin G. Harris, 
Charles M. Harris, Hotchkiss, Hutchins, Philip Johnson, 
William Johnson, Kalbfleisch, Orlando Kellogg, Littlejohn, 
McKinney, Middicton, Morrison, Nelson, Norton, Perry, 
Preyn, Robinson, James 8. Rollins, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, 
Thayer, Thomas, Voorhees, Ward, Webster, Whaley, 
Chiiton A. White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, Fernando 
Weood, and Woodbridge—50. 

The SPEAKER recorded lis vote in the nega- 
tive, so that the motion to reconsider was not 
laid on the table. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I desire to state to the 
House my reason for moving to reconsiders It 
embraces a subject which, | think, properly be- 
longs to the committee on rebellious States, as 
well in reference to Louisiana as any other of the 
rebellious States. I hope, therefore, the House 
will reconsider its vote of this morning. 

Mr. ELIOT. In this connectiou | desire sim- 
ply to say that, when I selected the Committee 
on the Judiciary as the proper commitice to which 
this resolution should be referred, it was done for 
two reasons: first, because asa standing committee 
it seemed to be the proper one for an examination 
of this question; and, secondly, because a bill, 
looking to the same subject, had been referred to 
the Commitiee on the Judiciary. 

I had no reason to suppose, nor have Lany rea- 
son to believe, that the resolution will receive any 
other treatment than the kindest at the hands of 
the committee on the rebellious States; nor have 
I any reason to believe that there are gentlemen 
upon that committee who would be opposed to 
the principles of the resolution. | am as well 
satisfied to have the resolution referred to the 
committee on the rebellious States as to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. It was determined in my 
own mind to refer it to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary for the reasons | have stated. As | have 
no objection, I therefore hope the House will at 
once refer the matter to the committce proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question recurred on. reconsidering the 
vote by which the bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and being put, it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

The question recurring on the motion to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN moved that it be referred 
to the committee on the rebellious States. 

The motion to refer to a standing committee of 
the House having preference, it was first put and 
decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The resolution was then referred to the select 
committee on the rebellious States. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN moved that the vote last 
taken be reconsklered, and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





VOTES ON THE BANKRUPT BILL. 
Mr. YEAMAN. [rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I yesterday voted distinctly in the negative 
on the passage of the bankrupt bill, as some of the 
clerks distinctly remember. My vote is not re- 
corded, and I ask that it may be done. 
No objection being made, the vote was recorded 
as requested, 
Mr. MOORHEAD. I was detained from the 
House yesterday by sickness in my family. 
ask consent to have my name recorded in the 
affirmative on the bankrupt bill. 
No objection being made, the vote was recorded 
as requested. 
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TAX ON MINERAL COAL. 


Mr. CHANLER asked unanimous consent to | 


introduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, 'That the Committee of Ways and Means be, 
and is hereby, requested to take prompt and edicient means 


to reduce the tax on mineral coal, which bears with un- | 
due severity on the laboring classes throughout the coun- | 


try, and report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. STEVENS. If the gentleman will mod- 
ify his resolution so as to instruct the committee 
to inquire into the expediency of doing so, 1 will 
not object. 

Mr. CHANLER. Certainly I will. 

Mr. STEVENS. If the resolution absolutely 
instructs the committee, I object. 

The resolution being modified as requested, 
was received, and adopted by unanimous consent. 


PUNISHMENT OF CRIME IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, intro- | 
duced a bill to amend an act entitled An act | 


for the punishment of crime in the District of 
Columbia,’’ approved March 2,1831; which was 
read a first and second time by its title. 


‘The bill provides that the second section of | 
said act shall be so amended as to provide that | 


every person duly convicted of manslaughter, or 
any assault with intent to kill, shall be sentenced, 
to imprisonment at labor for the first offense, for 
a period not less than two nor more than eight 
years; and for a second offense, not less than six 
nor more than fifteen years. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 


a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- | 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON moved that the vote last taken 
be reconsidered, and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL DEPOT ON THE LAKES. 


Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin, asked unanimous | 


consent to introduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, That there be appointed by the Speaker a se- 
lect committee of seven, to whom, during this session, shal! 
be referred ajl motions, resolutions, and petitions relative 
toa naval depot on the lakes, whose duty it shall be toseleet 
the most suitable site on the lakes for such naval depot, 
and report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. Sparpine and Mr. Stevens objected. 


GOODS IN PUBLIC STORES. 


Mr. STEVENS asked unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill toextend the time allowed for the 
withdrawal of certain goods therein named from 
the public stores. 

The bill was read for information. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. | object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Then the bill is not before 
the House. P 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN ARIZONA. 
Mr. POSTON, by unanimous consent, intro- 


duced a bill to provide for the settlement of pri- | 
vate land claims in the Territory of Arizona; | 


which was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE. 


_ A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, | 
its Secretary, informed the House that the Senate | 


had passed, without amendment, bill of the House 
No. 465, for the relief of Deborah Jones; also, 


that the Senate had passed a bill (No. 350) to | 


authorize the purchase or construction of revenue 


cutters on the lakes; in whichM#e was directed to || 


ask the concurrence of the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN called for the regular order of | 


business. 


NAVAL DEPOT FOR IRON-CLADS. 
The House resumed, as the regular order of 


business, the consideration of the bill (H.R. No. | 
536) authorizing a survey at and near New Lon- | 
don, Connecticut, and the establishment of a | 
navy-yard for iron-clad vessels thereat, the pend- | 
ing question being upon the following substitute | 


proposed by Mr. Ketter: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to accept from the city of Phila- || 


deiphia a title to League Island on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, if said title be perfect, and to establish thereat a 
navy-yard and depot for the construction, docking, and re- 
pair of iron, iron-clad, and other vessels. 


The SPEAKER stated that Mr. O’Netu, of 
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cen cea) ; i 
Pennsylvania, was entitled to the floor for twenty- | 


three minutes. 


ware river, especially at League Island. I shall 


report of this commission, that League Island is 
better in every respect, as a location for a navy- 
yard for the construction of iron-clads, than any 
other point which has been named for that pur- 
pose before the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
the House. 

Mr. Speaker, let me call your attention and that 


Secretary of the Navy. g 
endeavor to establish my view of this case from 
the reportof the navalcommission. This House, 
I know, is ready to do justice to the integrity, the 
patriotism, and the unselfishness of the Secretary 
of the Navy. He, 1 am proud to say, stands 
above any local prejudices, and is influenced only 
by a desire to subserve the interests of the coun- 


vice, and to do whatever may lie within his power 


to come upon us. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, it cannot be urged that 
|| Philadelphia has any selfish view in desiring to 


| have this naval station within her municipal lim- 
! 
1} 


| 


'its. She made the tender to the Government of 
this territory of League Island after it had been 
| suggegted by the Secretary of the Navy in his 
earlier reports that a naval station for iron-clads 
was necessary. 
of promoting the interests of private speculators; 





| terests; it was a noble and disinterested offer of 
that great metropolis to the Government of the 
United States for the purpose of having this navy- 
| yard established in the location best fitted for it. 
| believe the people of New London afterwards 
| tendered a portion of territory of that city or in 
the neighborhood of it for the same purpose. No 
gentleman upon this floor has protested against 


try and to promote the efficiency of the naval ser- | 


to bring us out of this war with a naval power | 
sufficient for any purposes of any war hereafter | 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, | 
| the few remarks [ made yesterday were on the | 

oint of the indefensibility of the harbor of New | 
Louden and the entire defensibility of the Dela- | 


endeavor to-day to prove, almost entirely from the | 


of the House for a moment to the report of the | 
I shall then go on and | 





It was made ngt with any view | 


| for a naval depot than New London, 
| heard, and I believe, that a high officer in the 
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argued by my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Bran- 
DEGEE] very extensively. The majority decides 
thatthe depth of water at both places—New Lon- 
don and League Island—is sufficient for the ac- 
commodation of any vessel of our Navy. My 
colleagues, [Mr. Keriey and Mr. Moonnean,} 
in their very convincing minority report from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, tell you of this 
abundant supply of water at League Island. The 
Secretary of the Navy, in his annual report which 
has been so much referred to, tells you also of its 
twenty-three feet of depth of water. What better 
testimony than this does the House need? We 
do not pretend to say here that the Delaware river 
is the deepest river on the continent. Nor dol 
pretend to assert that it can be navigated a dis- 
tance of eighty or ninety miles as quickly and 


| easily as the five or six miles that intervene 
| between New London and the ocean. 
| makes such an allegation before the House. 


No one 


But we tell you that now, when steam and iron 
are driving wooden and sailing vessels out of the 
Navy, a distance of seventy or eighty miles of 
navigation is of very little practical consequence. 
I say I will not aggue that that distance can be 
navigated as eaicthe as a distance of five or six 
miles; but I do argue that, in view of its greater 
defensibility, League Island is a better location 
I have 


engineering department of the Government—an 
officer at the very head of that department, if not 


| its very head—after having looked over the ma- 


jority and minority reports of the Naval Com- 
mittee, and having investigated the subject, has 


| stated toa distinguished member of Congress that 


New London harbor cannot be defended unless 


| by the construction of a line of defenses extend- 


it was not made at the promptings of private in- | 


ing five or six miles continuous and unbroken to 
the ocean. Let us, therefore,come down calmly 


/and reasonably to the facts of the case, and not 


allow ourselves to be turned away from them by 


|| any side questions as to local interests, 


that. I say again that | cannot consent to the || 


question of locality controlling the minds of mem- 
bers. I cannot consent that we shall bring into 
this House the issue of where the members of 
this commission came from, or where the inter- 
ests of the members of the Naval Committee might 
lead them. I stand above all that, and I hope 
| the Hlouse will decide this measure solely upon 
| its merits, and not in view of the interests of any 
| section of the country. 

Upon turning to a paragraph in the recent 
report of the Secretary of the Navy it will be 
séen that it is not the design of the Navy De- 
partment to recommend that any new navy-yard 
shall be located, much less that it is the inten- 
tion of the Department to locate a new yard where 
none already exists. This is a question of ex- 
tending a navy-yard, not of creating a new ofe. 
Congress is only asked to authorize the transfer 
of the Philadelphia navy-yard from its present 
location to League Island for the purpose of 
erecting there a naval station for building iron- 
clads. It is a question of substitution and trans- 
fer, and not one of a new yard, and the geiitle- 
man from Connecticut (Mr. Branpeces} ts well 
aware of that fact. It is not remarkable that the 
| Secretary of the Navy, who knows what the 
vants of the Navy are, and is constantly in con- 
sultation with those who know its requirements, 
should have recommended the selection of this 
location at League Island in the river Delaware. 
Almost from the date of his first report down to 
this time he has urged upon Congress the act- 
| ual necessity of establishing such a naval depot, 

and has not wavered from his earliestimpressions 
as to the proper site foritsestablishment. I take 
it for granted that he has examined. thoroughly 
the majority and minority reports of the naval 


|| jority and minority reports of the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs, and that from other testimony he 
| has year by year become more fully confirmed 


|| locality. 


commission; that he has not overlooked the ma- 
, 


But, Mr. Speaker, on page 13 of the report of 
| this commission a proposition in reference to || for transportation, would be enormous. 
ii depth of water is discussed. That point has been |! 


in his opinion that League Island is the desirable | 


i will now pass to another point, and will yet 
ask the attention of members to the report of the 
commission, the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy, and the report of my colleagues from the 
minority of the Naval Committee, and the report, 
in some respects, of the majority of that commit- 
tee. They willsatisfy the House, lam sure, that 
the Navy Department has taken the proper view 
of the case in endeavoring, within the last three 
years, to locate the naval depot for iron-clads at 
a place where there is no salt water. Well, Mr. 


| Speaker, as to the freshness of the water. The 


majority of the commission on this subject say 
that the supply of fresh water at League [sland is 
unquestionable. The repOrt speaks of New Lon- 
don having an abundant supply near it—a mile 
north; but the shores of League Island are washed 
by fresh water. It is at the confluence of two 


| streams, the Delaware river and the Schuylkill 


river, having also at the north of it a channel two 
hundred feet in width. 

Then look at the facilities presented by League 
Island in regard to the supply of materials used 
in the building of ships. There you have the 
Schuylkill region emptying its treasures of iron 
and coal, You have the Delaware river bringing 
there the timber and coal of the Lehigh valley; 
while from the Susquehanna you carry to it the 
same exhaustless resources of Pennsylvania, By 
railroad, canal, and river everything requircd in 
the building of iron-clad vessels can be brought 
to the very point where the Secretary of the Navy 
recommends the establishment of this depot. 

To be sure you can have all these materials 
carried to New Londonalso. Youcan have them 
carried there from New York, a distance of at 
least one hundred and fifty miles. The distance 
between New York and New London is greater, 
I believe, than that between Philadelphia and New 
York by some fifty miles. But will this House 
go into the business of “carrying coal to New- 
castle??? Will it vote in favor of putting the 
country and the Navy Department to an extraor- 
dinary expense for transporting hundreds of thou- 
sands of tons of coal from its natural bed in the 
State of Pennsylvania to New London, some 
three hundred miles away? Will you favorsuch 
a proposition? Why, in that one item alone, the 
expense involved, at the present rate of charges 


So, Mr. Speaker, in regard to iron; you may 
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take it from any part of Pennsylvania, I speak 
of Pennsylvania in that respect, being better ac- 
quails d with ite resources, perhaps, than with 
And you must of neces 
sity carry it either by railroad or canal from one 
hundred and fifiy to two hundred miles further 
in going to New London than in going to League 
Island; to the latter place you have the two 
rivers, besides railroads and canals. This is 
looking at the finaucial view of the subject. 

Now, Pennsylvania does not ask anything of 
this House; Philadelphia does not ask anything 
of this House; come here to solicit 
this as a boon. No member of the delegation 
will crave this of you—will beg for this thing. 
It is the location decided upon by the Navy De- 
partie nt; itis the Jocation almost recommended 
in plain words by those who have been attempt- 
ing to impress upon you erroneous views of this 
subject by the naval commission. | 

Aud lL again ask you to read the documents 
which have been placed before you for the last 
two or three years. I think they alone would 
convince the House thatthe country needs League 
Island. Sir, there have been other questions 
raised by these gentlemen, and I will beg leave 
to say here that ldo not know whether a com- 
mission of vaval officers is the best means of in- 
formation in this instance, and from which we 
can receive the most practical ideas. I will take 
the testimony of a naval officer as to the propri- | 
ety of building this or that kind of vessel, of using | 
steam or sails, or of constructing iron or wooden | 
ships; but when it comes to the matter of fact 
of selecting a site for a building, of testifying | 
whether such or such soil is proper or not proper | 
for laying foundations for buildings, | think the | 
view of practical men, men living on the land, who | 
have are d their lives on it, builders, might per- | 
haps be more qualified to give a clearer judgment 
than the officer. 

Now, in regard to the soilof League Island. 1 | 
know what it is from having been on that island | 
many times, It is located within the limits of | 
the second congressional district of Pennsylvania. | 
Many of my constituents live upon it, and have 
farms upon it. It isfurming land. ‘There is the | 
soil, where it has been for years, and for a long 
period of time never has had any of the water of 
the Schuylkill or ofthe Delaware flowing upon it. | 
Those who live there know this; and such is the 
experience of men who, fora lifetime, have farmed 
it, and gathered yearly crops from it. 

And then its distance from the working popu- 
lation is another argument which has been forced 
upon us. Why, sir, many a man now employed 
at the navy-yard in Philadelphia walks that dis- 
tance to his home in osher directions. The city 
is vast in its extent; it covers a vast territory, 
perhaps a vaster territory than any other city in 
this country. Men who get their living by jabor 
walk miles to perform it, excepting when they 
are aided by the street-car system; and if you 
build this, navy-yard at League Island, just as is 
the case near the present yard, you will soon have 
the neighborhood built up with cottages such as 
are built in Philadelphia, in which our working 
people live and have their homes. It is but two 
and a half miles from the Balumore depot. You 
can walk the distance in an hour, or in less than 
an hour. 

Then, in regard to the objection relating to the || 
health of the people living on that island, and in 
that vicinity. Why, sir, the health of those peo- 
ple is proverbial, It is not an unhealthy district 
of Philadelphia, I have never heard of any pre- || 
vailing sickness in this locality, and I think my 
colleagues will bear me out in the statement. We 
do not know how such an idea could have got || 
into the heads of this commission, or the minds | 
of this Naval Committee, The workingmen of | 
Philadelphia will find their health at aud near | 
League ae the same as those have found it 
who have lived in that vicinity heretofore, uni- 
formly good. 

And, Mr. Speaker, more than ten thousand || 
skilled workmen live near there; skilled work- 
men in every respect, especially in all the metals | 
and in wood. They constitute a body of men || 
perhaps as skilled as any body of men in the | 
country, ten thousand of them, equal to the en- | 
ire population of New London. Oh, yes; the | 
skilled workmen of the country would go to New | 
London! New London is fity miles further from |! 


} c, 
tiore of other States. 


we do nol 
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New York than Philadelphia is. It is only one | Mr. Speaker, there is one other point to w! 


hundred and fifty miles removed from the skilled 
workmen of New York. 
jority report of this naval commission, say thai 
skilled workmen will go to New London. You 


will build a large city at New London, in time, | 


no doubt. So you may. It has taken nearly 
two hundred years to build the city of Philadel- 
phia; two hundred years has its population been 
hicreasing, until it now numbers over six hun- 
dred thousand souls. 1 will not attemptto dem- 
onstrate how long it will take New London to 
become a great city, and to contain a population 
in which will be found ten thousand skilled work- 
men. Itwill take you a long while to get up this 
great city; the present rebellion will be crashed, 
wars with England and France and the conti- 


nental Powers will be fought out before New | 
London will grow to the size of a respectable 


cily, or grow bo such an extentastoattract work- 
men from Philadelphia, with the comforts of life 
wiich they can obtain there, oreven todraw them 
from New York. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say something 
as to the alleged difficulty of vessels getting in and 
out of the Delaware river to and from League 
Island, should itbe sclected as the location. Why, 
sir, you cannot, of course, get large vessels up a 
long river in an hourortwo. You cannot rush 
to the city of Philadelphia with a fleet in a few 
hours. But I will tell you what you can do. 
When you have built iron-clads at Philadelphia, 
you cam get them out; you can get them to theif 
destination; you can save just ove hundred and 
twenty miles of the rough coast of New Jersey, 
along which you must take them to the southern 
waters, if they be built at New London; you can 
suve the anxiety of the families of officers and 
menin monitors and iron-clads, who in times past 
have in some instances looked in vain for the ar- 
rivalof those ships at their destined ports. You 
can (ake them down this quiet, placid river, and 
take them out of it through twenty-three feet of 
water, over bars which, as the gentleman says, 
we have in that river. You have never failed to 
do it. My word for it, you have never failed to 
bring to the city of Philadelphia any vessel which, 


| for purposes of commerce or trade, or for national 


| may make a difference. 


purposes, it was desirable to bring there. 
It is true, of course, that a few inches of water 
If the bed of the river 


| is of rock it would make a material difference. 


But, sir, here is the bed of this Delaware river of 


| softmud orclay that will yield five or six or seven 


inches. If you have a vessel drawing twenty- 
three feet of water, or even more, you can bring 


| it safely to the Philadelphia navy-yard, aud some- 


largely of steel and iron, 
_ gentlemen are views adopted forty or fifty years 


| what easier to League Island. 


The naval com- 


| mission, whose majority report seems to have 


been the basis of the action of the majority of the 
Naval Committee, does not deny this. 

Mr. Speaker, [ cheerfully take anything into 
consideration which has been said by the older 
officers of the Navy. I will not cease to admire 
these men; I will not cease to think that they 
are among the heroes of this country. I will not 


| forget the services of Rear Admiral Smith, of Rear 


Admiral Paulding, of Rear Admiral Gregory, of 
tear Admiral Stringham. but the experience 
of those men in theiractive lives was with wooden 
vessels with sails, of which our Navya few years 
agro consisted, as did ali the navies of the world. 
They perhaps might not have liked to come up 


_the Delaware river with a sailing ship, for in 


doing so they may have been delayed. 
The river is long and winding. I donot won- 


der that these officers may have a prejudice in 


their minds against the Delaware river, and that 
therefore they may have been disposed to throw 
their influence against League Island as a loca- 
tion fora navy-yard, Sir, those are men whose 
experience has not been with vessels constructed 
The views of those 


ago. They are gallant men all of tnem. I hope 
they may continue to live to adorn the Navy, 
and that they may have the opportunity of ren- 


| dering service at our various naval stations, and 
_ in other positions of responsibility. I honor those 


men; but, sir, | cannot, at this day, in view of 
the moderu improvements in naval architecture, 
deem itah importantquestion whether their opin- 


My friend, and the ma- , 





ions are favorable or unfavorable to Uie location | 


of the proposed vavy-yard at League Isiand. 


1 wish to refer—that with regard to the build 
of docks and wharves. Sir, you cannot have, 
navy-yard upon the shore line of ariver, Vf y 
select New London, you will not bring your ves. 
sels to the roughshore line. You must have ducks 
and wharves for their reeeption, Wherever navy. 
yards have been established, ember at Pitiouc). 
phia, Brooklyn, or Charlestown, all have duck 
wharves, aud other artificial facilities. Thor 
must be means of protection for vessels building 
or repairing, conveniences for getting to and from 
them—all kinds of factiities must be placed there 
by artificial means. What, then, when you com 
to dig fifty and sixty fect into hard rock, will be 
the result? When you begin to excavate the 


solid rock at New London for wharves and docks, 


| VieW. 
| Congress, nor have my colleagues, on atiy issue 


itis the very best place. 


‘and for a navel station. 


how enormous will be the expense in comparison 
with the expense of filling up two or thrce feet 
upon the soil of League Island, should that bi 
necessary! Is not the statement of the facts an 
unanswerable argument? 

Compare, sir, ihe cutting downofselid rock fifty 
and sixty fect, with the expense of filling up a 
few feet! Men who have been interested in 
railroads will tell you that rock excavation ig 
costly to a great degree. ‘The cost of filing up 


| these two or three ‘teet on League Island would 
be merely nominal in comparison, and uo one will 


deny that at New London there wil have to be 
excavation of rock for docks and wharves aud 
other necessury works for a navy-yard. 

Mr. Speaker, | do not aud | have not looked 
upon this proposition from a mere local point of 
Lhave not been elected, or reélected, to 


connected with the establishmentofa navy-yard 


‘at League Island. There is, and lias been, no lo- 
cal issue on the subject. 


We and the citizens 
of Philadelphia are only interesicd in its estab- 
lishment there because we are well satisfied that 
Ido not think we can 
do better than accept the reports of the Sécretary 
of the Navy as to the desirability of League Is!- 
He has insisted upon it 
again and again, and if we adopt his views | think 
we will satisfy the whole country. 

I believe, sir, every private ship-yard in the land 
has been building iron-clad vessels for our Navy. 
Some which have been ordered by the Government 
are yet unfinished. The gentleman from Con- 


| necticut (Mr. BranpeGee}] asks, why was not 


this naval depot Luilt years ago? 
not done within the last two years? 


Why was it 
Why have 


| we not had a navy-yard for iron-clads before? 
| Because, sir, of such arguments as have been used 





| 


in the majority report of the naval commission 
and the report of the majority of the Committee 
on Naval Atlairs. 1t was because of an effort to 
persuade members of Congress that we have no 
ace for a naval station except New London. 
f Congress two years ago had passed an act au- 
thorizing the construction ofa navy-yard for tron: 
clads at the point indicated Ly the Sceretary of 
the Navy nearly all of these unfinished vessels 
would have been completed or near completion, 
and we would be able to bring this war sooner 
toatermination. But this bas not been douc, vo 
navy-yard has been built, and Congress is re- 
sponsibie, and notthe Navy Departinent, for the 
neglect, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | am merely going to re- 
eat a few of the arguments | have advaiced. 
ly intention has been to present the matter ina 

practical point ofgyiew. ‘There has been before 
the House agreat deal of scientific discussion. | 
do not propose toventerinto it. I propose to leave 
that outentirely. I need notinform the members 
of the House of the necessity that iron ships should 
be built for the Navy. 1 do not think any one 
controveiis that fact. Now we can have suchi a 
navy-yard only in fresh water, in deep water, and 
for economy, near the materials used in the con- 
struction of the proposed vessels. We must have 
that navy-yard for irov-clads near a population 
which can rapidly furnish the requisite mechan- 
ical skill. We must look to all of these means, 
aud, so far as | have seen and been able to exam- 
ine, we can secure them better at Leugue Island 
than at any other point named. ‘There, within 
the city of Philadelphia, you have nearly six hun- 
dred acres of land, nearly every acre of which is 
suitable for being built upon. tt may be neces- 
sary lo drive piles, but it is better to drive piled 
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in a yielding soil for the purposes of machinery 
than to excavate solid foundations into the hard 


rock. Thatis the evidence of all men who are 
skuled in these things. ‘There can be no doult 
about that. Besides, you have given to you two 


niles of water front upou two broad rivers, the 
Delaware upon one side, and the Schuylkill on 
League Island seems, indeed, to bea 
place marked out by nature for this navy-yard. 
i will now | ring my remarks to a close, as ollier 
gentlemen may destre to address the House on 
" Pthink there is a general disposi- 
dion to have a yard for iron-clads. We of Pirila- 
delphia want itestablished at tie best place, which, 
vccording to the Seeretary of the Navy, and others, 
is Leawue Island. As I have said betore, we ask 
jor nothing asa mere focal favor. We desire that 
the country should have its * navy-yard for tron 
vessels and machinery’? tocated for the advantage 
of the*"Navy; and we have seen no arguments 
presente d wily this House should hesitate to de- 
cide for this mosteligible and convenient locality. 

Mr. BROOMALL. [offer the following ameud- 
Ment to the substitute: 








this question, 


Strike out all after Uie enacting clause, and insert the 
following: 


That the President be, and he is hereby, empowered to | 


appoint a commission of seven scientific and practical men, 
turee of whow shall be officers of the Navy not below the 
rauk of captain, who shall select a site tor auavy-yard aud 
naval station foriron-clad vessels, having regard to advant- 
age ot 

report to the President for his confirmation, 

Sic.2. And be it further enacted, ‘Viatil said report shall 
be confirmed by the President, tie Secretary of the Navy 
shall jorthwith procure the tithe of such site to be properly 
vested in the United States, and adopt measures for the 
immediate commencement of the work. 


No member of this body can have read the re- 
peated recommendations of the Secretary of the 
Navy and the reports from the Naval Committee, 
and listened to the arguments on the question, 
without seeing the necessity for sucha work as is 
contemplated by this bill. The only question, it 
seems to me, for us to decide is the best mode of 


fixing upon the proper site for the construction of | 


such a navy-yard,and it is with a view of hitting 
upon what L conceive to be the best means that | 


have offered this amendment to the substitute of | 


my colleague from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Keviey.| 
No meniber of this body can have rend the ma- 
jority and minority reports of this committee, and 


heard the able arguments upon this subject, with- 


out feeling that there are serious and perhaps in- 
surmountable objections to both the sites named, 
the city of New London and League Island. | 
will proceed to consider shortly some of the ob- 


jections which have been urged against each; and 


first upon the question of salt water. Lt has seemed 


to me, from the Secretary’s recommendation, and | 


from the arguments made here upon both sides, 


that fresh water is at least best adapted to the | 
t find in the | 


business of iron ship-building. 
report of the majority of the committee—and | 
believe the statement made by that majority to be 
correct upon that subject—that the corrosion of 
iron from the action of salt water is,as they say, 


one half inch upon the surface in every ninety- 
one years. 


I find, also, that the influence of the sea water | 


upon such surfaces, where the surfaces are some- 
umes wet and sometimes dry, is one half more 


than the influence of clear salt water; which would | 


make the amount of corrosion three fourths of an 
inch in ninety-one years upon surfaces so exposed. 
_ I find, also, from the same report—and I believe 
it, by other authorities | have read, to be correct 
in this particular—that foul sea water, such as is 
found in the holds of vessels, and which attacks 


the iron upon the inside, corrodes the iron at the | 


rate of one inch in ninety-one years. 

Now, when we consider that the inside of a 
vessel comes constantly in contact with foul 
weather, and foul sea-water, and that the outer 
armored portion comes in contact almost exclu- 
sively with the sea weather outside, that is with 
water and air alternating, we will find by a simple 
calculation that the iron upon the inside and out- 
side together, affected upon the outside by the 
clear sea water, and upon the inside by foul 


water, and in each instance by the air, will cor- | 


rode at the rate of one and three quarters,of an 
inch in ninety-one years, two inches in one hun- 
dred and four years, or one quarter of an inch in 


thirteen years, which is a small portion of.the life 
of a sea-going vessel. 


_THE CONGRI 


flocaiion as well as economy ofcoustruction aad make | 


“ 


~ 


I find again that the action of sea weather and 
sea Water upon the surface of tron ts not regular; 
that in some places the ‘orrosion will scarcely be 
seen, While in other places it will be very material; 
that in some instances the iron upon the same plate 
will corrode away three times as fast as the aver- 
age, and in- other ances scarcely be corraded 
atall, The calculations and statements of the c 


i ni 
mittee are based upon the 


average, Wi have to 
take into account the maximum of corrosion, be- 
cause wemustguard all points of the tron against 


t 5 
attack. he maximum will then be three quarters 


of aninehin thirteen years. The gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Branpecee] speaks of the efives 
of sea water upon iron as pota material matter, 
He treats it as of littlee nsequence, and thinks it 


has been greatly exaggerated by the advocates ot 
5 


n fresh-water site. JT think if he will turn to his 
owl statement and make the ealeulation that I 
have made of the time in which the effect of sea 
water upon the armor of an ironed vessel will 
almost absolutely destroy it, he will see that it 
will be done in the course of thirteen years. 

It is said, however, by the gentleman from 


¢ 


,asan argument against (ne corrosion 


of tron by sea water, and asan argumentin favor | 





of the ex 





stence of fresh water at New London, 
thatacertain chain, belonging toa marine railway, 


after being ia the water for twelve years, was taken 


, upand found to be searcely corroded. Theanswer 


to that is that this particular iron may have been 
ofa kind not likely to be corroded by salt water; 
because some iron is searcely percepubly affected 
by the sea; some portionseven of the same plate 
are scarcely percepubly affected, while others are 
absolutely destroyed. IJtis to be borne in mind, 
moreover, that this chain was a chain belonging 
toa marine railway, upon the shore of a river, 
where, if anywhere, the fresh water of the river 
above would float upon the 
water, 





surface of the salt 
Everybody knows the difficulty with 
which different waters mingle with one another. 
Everybody who has seen the waters of the Mis- 


sonuri and Mississippi passing down the river | 


after the junction of the two, side by side for 
miles, witha distinct line of demarkation between 


them, will admit with me that waters do not | 
readily mix; and where two waters are of differ- 


ent specific gravity, as in the case of fresh and 
salt water, the difficulty of mixing is even sull 


rreater, and’ a considerable length of time will 


| 
must be had, before the salt and the fresh water 
will mingle. Now, the fresh water of the river 
‘Thames, flowing down into the sound below, 
naturally overflows the salt, at the shore and in 
the middle of the channel. Now, the returning 
ude, as every one familiar with the action of tides 
well knows, floats everything lighter than the sea 
water itself to the shore, so that the shore would 
have the fresh water from above while the tide is 
running down, and it would have the fresh water 
turned from the middle of the channe! while the 
tide is running up. We may therefore set itdown 
as fact, that if there is any fresh water in that har- 
bor at all, it is upon the surface of the water, and 
at the shore. ‘The argument drawn from that 
chain at the shore, therefore, falls to the ground. 


3ut the gentleman from Connecticut denies that | 


the waters are saltat New London. He cites, 
and cites as powerful authority upon all other 


| subjects, the commission which examined New 
| London, as well as the waters of the Delaware 
river, and that commission expressly say that the | 


waters at New London are salt. I do not know 
what better means of information the gentleman 
from Connecticut has than the commission. Ido 


know that both the gentleman from Connecticut | 
and the commission have better means of informa- | 
, tion than I have, and lam not going to vote upon 
| questions involving these megees facts in favor 


of or against New London or League Island with- 


| out further inquiry. The gentleman visited New 
| London with the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


I had not the good fortune to. be with them upon 
that occasion. I requested the gentleman, if my 
recollection serves me, to bring me a bottle of 
the water, in order that [ might test it, and see 
whether it was salt or not. Whether the gentle- 


| man found all the bottles at New London filled with 


other fluids, so that there was no room for salt 
water, | know not; but certain it is that the bottle 


did not come, and therefore we are left in the dark | 


on that question. 


apse, anda considerable commotion of the waters | 
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Butthe gentleman from Connecticut, and those 
who argue on his side of this question, and the 
commission also, | believe, propose various 
means of avoiding this difficulty of salt water at 
New London. They propese, in the first place, 
that vessels when not im use shall be raised out 
of the water. | suppose the idea is to elevate 
them some fifly or sixty feet above the water on 
Long Island sound and let them stand there on 
sults. Another proposition from the same source 
is this. Somewhere near this proposed site at 
New London there is a basin of fresh water ele- 
vated atsome one hundred feet above the level of 
thetide. ‘Lhe gentleman proposes to use thatasa 
means of obviating this difficulty of the salt water, 
Ele does not tell us exactly how it is to be con- 
trived, but L suppose the only way would be to 
put the vessels in the basin at the elevation of a 
hundred feet above the ude. Weil, l rather im- 
cline to think that that would avoid ihe diffieulty 
toa very cousiderable extent, but | would like to 
know in what state of readiness the gentleman 
would be with his armored fleet in the harbor of 
New London, ene halfperehed upon sults a han- 
dred ora hundred and filty feet high, and the other 
half inthe basin, ifthe harbor should be suddenly 
attacked. 

These contrivances for obviating the effect of 
salt water upon armored vessels show that the gen- 
tlemen themselves hardly believe what they say 
when they say that salt water is not injurious, 
and also, that the river water at New London is 
not salt. 

Again, some argument has been used by the 
gentieman from Counecticut [Mr. Branpscer] 
against the peculiar topography of League Island, 
Some argument, equally strong, has been used 
by my colleague [Mr. Ketiey] against the to- 
pography of the site proposed at New London. 
Let us look atthem a moment, It is said, and 
L will not dispute that here, because it is not ne- 
cessary to do so forthe purpose of my amendment, 
that League Island will require to be raised some 
nine feet by filling before it can be adapted to the 
purpose of a navy-vard. Grant that; and grant, 
too, that the calculation made by the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. BranpeGer] is correct— 
that the raising two hundred acres to the height 
of nine feet, at the cost of one dollar per cubic 
foot, will require an outlay of $3,120,000. We 
have that as on argument against the adoption of 
League Island. But, on the other hand, it is al- 
leged by my colleague (Mr. Ketiey] that New 
London is between twenty and one hundred and 
twenty feet above high tide. Every one knows 
that the site for a navy-yard should not be more 
than six or seven feet above high ude, at the 
most. ‘The lower the better, so as not to be liable 
to overflow. Now, to cut down this average of 
sixty feet to the proper level, at the same rate of 
cost, would require an outlay of $20,800,000. I 
do not see, therefore, that, in this respect, the ar- 
gument isin favor of New London. It should 
rather lead us to look for some site where such 
enormous outlay would not be necessary. 

Jutthe gendeman from Connecticut [Mr. Bran- 
DEGEE] denies the height of the site of New Lon- 
don, as alleged by my colleague from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Keniey.] So,aiso, does the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Keuziey] deny the 
depth assigned to League Island; and I, for one, 
for the purpose of my argument, am perfectly 
willing to set off these disadvantages against one 
another. | suppose that if New London could 
exchange a part of its height for the lowness of 
League Island, if the earth and rock of New Lon- 
don could be transported to Lengue Island, we 
might, in the course of a century or so, have very 
good sites fur navy-yards, as far as that point is 
concerned, at both of these places. 

In favor of the alleged height of New London, 
I will remark that the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut speaks of a basin a hundred feet in height, 
covering a hundred acres of ground, supplied by 
a river which enters just above and contiguous to 
the proposed site. The height of that position 
would argue, at least, that the assertions of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Kevrey] are 
not so wide of the mark, when he says, in eifect, 
that the excavation at New London will be, at 
least, an average of sixty feet. 

Something, too, has been said about the defensi- 
bility of these points. Itissaid, onthe one hand, 


|, that New London is not easily defensible, while, 
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on the cae hand, it is said that ae -arue Island is 
noteasily defensible. Iam willing to setoff these 
aesertions against one another, and to finda place 


which is ¢ isily defensib for this navy-yard. 
Both sites, for aughtIi care, may be considered to 
be wanting in that particular. But there is this 
to be borne in mind as a diflerence between them, 


bor of New Londons 
water, there would be 
harbor scape. 
have to run the blockading 


thatif the har 
aded at tide- 
sels in the 


hould be block- 
no way for ves- 

They would either 
juadron or remain in 


toe 


the harbor; whereas vessels at Philadelphia, or 
anywhere in the Delaware river, bave either of 
twoalternativesto get to sea. The Delaware and 
taritan canal could be enlarged and made a ship 


so that ves 
in thatw iy, ora 


canal of, 


Ne WwW York 


cut between 


els could ret to 
ship can | ould be 


the Delaware and Chesapeake bays, and ve 
could escape by that w ay, i o thatan en my would 
have to blockade the Delaware, the Chesapeake, 
and the harbor of New York to preven : the es- 
cape of vessels from the vicinity of Philadelphia, 
whereas the blockadtr rofthe hort oro! ~ w lL 
don would effectually prevent vessels e ning 
from that harbor. So much upon that question. 
Again, itis urged, and with a good deal of pro- 
prety and force, on the part of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’Neiti}] who has ju 
addressed the House so ably, that the mat rial 
for building these shi are furni hed largely by 
the State of Pennsylvania, and he asks, with a 
goad deal of force, why this business should 
taken so faraway from the materials. Let me 
look fora mome nt at the figures in the report. | 
find by that that P sylvania furnishes sixty- 
three per cent. of the iron furnished by thy 
entire United State I find also that it furnish 
venty-thres per cet t. of allthe coal furnished ly 
the United Stat It isalsoats i thatthe D 
aware river furnishes greater facilit for obtatn- 
ing timber for the building of than pro y 


of 
oper 


any into t Adantic. The 
ship-building timber from the State 


river emptying 


of Delaware, 


and the State of Maryland, brought without 
any transhipment by railroad to any site upon th 
Delaware river, because the Philad , Wil- 
mington, and Baltimore railroad tor hee the Dela- 


ware almost the ila to 


Wilmington. 
Why,ta 


entire way from Philadelp 


sk again, should this business be taken 


directly away from the material to a place where 
the material will have to be transferred L very 
considerable expense, the extent of whi 1 wil! 
not now take time to consider? Why {it 
be tiken to a place where, it seems to me, there 


no advantaves at all 
expense of sur 


are commensurate with the 
h transfer? 
Again, it is admitted by the 
Connecticut [Mr. Baanpeceer] that the town of 
New London contains about thousand 
popalatt m. He admits that that po} ulation af- 
fords a very insufficient supply of workmen for 
the business 


gent 


man from 


but teu 


; 
contemplated here. But he says that 


workmen can be brought from the city ot New 
York, a point which is nearer by fifty miles to 
any propose d site on the Delaware river than is 
New London. 1 do not know whether the gren- 


tleman contemplates the workmen | 
York, and visiting their homes 
returning eve ry morning to 
ably he does not. It would be about as feasible 
as his project of a navy upon _ hi 

Now, in regard to the facility o 
men, any point upon the Delaware river presents 


iving in New 
every night and 
their work. Prob- 


obtaining work- 
advantages which can hardly be found anyw here 
else, which no point upon this continent that I 
know of presents; and Philadelphia, which em- 
braces League Island, is within half an hour’s 
ride by railroad, at an expense of only eight cents 
per man, of any site upon the Delaware river 
which has been present d. W hy then take the 
workmen and the material from the place where 
they now ave and remove them toa site which, 
to say the least of it, does not show advantages 
commensurate with the expense? 

gut the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Branpecee} complains of the tortuous character 
of the channel in the Delaware river. Why,sir, 
that very tortuous channel is one of the means of 
the defense of the sites on the river. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States can have a know!- 
edge of that channel that no one outside of this 
country can obtain. The city of Philadelphia 
can furnish pilots to take vessels where they can 


| in the fact that the 


upon that river is 
| Chester; itis never 


pass wit hout diffic ulty, aie: the a sitaulinn' fares, | 
ignorant of the channel, would probably be 
wholly wrecked in trying to avoid the crooks and 
turns in it. The man from Connecticut 
also points out that there are certain shoals in 
the river Delaware below Philadelphia which are 
objectionable. Those, too, give an advantage in 
the way of defense. They increase the defensi- 
bility of a navy-yar‘ -d on the Delaware river, pro- 
vided only that those shoals are not such as to 
prevent the passage of vessels of the requisite size. 

Now, by looking at the reports,and at the 
coast survey, you W will find that, the channel of 
the river Delaware is eighteen and a half feet 
deep at low tide, and twenty-five feet at high tide, 
and that these p scupy a very small portion, 
indeed, of the channel between the mouth of the 
Delaware and the city of Phiiadelphia. It is not 
ary that a vessel passing out of the river 

hould choose extre low tide. A vessel draw- 
ing twenty feet of water can readily enough pass 
out over these few shoals, which are well known 
ronment. All they have to do is to 


to the Gove 
oid extreme low tide and take advantage of 


re ntle 


intso 


ne cess 


me 


eh tide. 
if you will turn to the report 
enumerated there the harbors of the United States, 
and that not more than five or six of them will 
admit the entrance of vessels of more than twenty 
feetdraughtof water. ‘The harbor of Charleston 
has only eleven feet depth of water at low tide; 
that of Savannah but eleven feet—I mean at the 
entrance of harbor; Mobile has twelve feet; 
Galveston twelve feet; the Mississippi river thir- 
een feet; Portland sixteen feet; Boston eighteen 
feet; Salem nineteen feet; and then come about | 
is many harbors which will admit the passage of 
vessels of more than twenty feetdraught of water. 
Now, we must 
pose for which tl 
sidera ble lis sf 
small depth of water, it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to adapt ves 
water, Itis 
build vessels 


you will find 


the 


iey are intended, and with this 


con 


not intended by the United States to 
for the purpose of having armies 
transported across the ocean and invading foreign 


Whtel Th oO. 


ject of our ir yn-clads is to defend 


our owncountry and its harbors s,and a cons sider- 
able portion of their effectiveness in this respect 
will consist in their being of sufficiently light 


drauchtof water to enable them to enter the most 


+! hs | “3 
OL Lilt marvors, 


1 therefore throw 
Delaware river is 


dvant ive 


aside the argument that the 

hallow, that shallowness | 

upon the fdefensibility, 

and no disadvantage when we consider that our 

vessels must be ipted to the harbors that they | 
stined to defend. 

But the gentleman from Connecticut complains | 
that the ice of the Delaware river affords obstruc- 
tions to the passage of vesselsand renders the site 
ineligible upon that account. 
know what the gentleman means by going further 
north to avoid ice. I have always been under 
the impression t that the way to avoid ice was to 
get nearer the equator. I have yet to learn that, 
in fresh water, at the latitude of New London, || 
there ought to be less ice than in the Delaware 
river, atthe latitude of Philadelphia. But proba- 
bly the e xpi anation of the matter may be found 
water of New London is too 
salt tofreeze. If so, lanswer itis too salt to build 
iron-clad vessels in. But the ice upon the Dela- 
ware river is no formidable obstruction. 


too 8 


beingan »score o 





‘ 
df 
ut 


are 


rarely found fast atthe town of 
found fast below it. I re- 
member, during the course of my life, but two in- 
stances in which the Delaware was frozen overas 
far down asthe town of Chester. Those instances 
were in 1856 and 1857, two very cold winters in 
succession, during both of which, if I remember 
aright, the ice was so thick in the Susquehanna, || 
at the crossing of the Philadelphia, Wilmington, || 
and Baltimore railroad, that the track was actu- 
ally laid upon the ic e, and the locomotive and cars 
were for a considerable time taken across in that | 
way. 
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eetibes cannot operate to the disadvantage ea 
site that may be chosen below it. , 
3ut the gentleman from Connecticut lays great 
stress upon the rey port of thi 1s commission 
was ap pointed to visit these sites and choose sje. 
tweenthem. A commission appointed by a reso- 
lution of this House visited New London and 
League Island, and, after extended examination 
_ and discussion, found considerable disadvantagrs 
in each place, but preferred New London, not so 


that 


| much becanee it was the best, as because it was 


the least bad of the two. If the gentleman will 
turn now to the resolution by which that com- 
mission was appointed he will find that it differed 
widely from what I propose now. He will find 
that its jurisdiction, if I may so term it, was lim- 
| ited to the two sites—League Island, upon the 
| Delaware river,and New London, with power to 
look at Narragansett bay. Such was the duty of 
the coramission. They had no power to select the 
| best site in the United States as I | 
this commission shall have. They had only the 
power to choose between those two; and ‘aft 
| enumerating and admitting the manifold asa. 
vantages of both they chose New London as the 
least bad. 

Again, the gentleman argues something upon 
the services of the Naval Committee who visited 
both these sites, and preferred New London as 
the least bad. I do not know what peculiar fa- 

| cilities the Naval Committee may have for judg- 
| ing of sites for iron-clad navy-yards. My ex- 
| perience in reference to traveling committees of 
this House and of other bodies would lead me to 


propos se - it 


1] suppose that the chief business of such a commit- 


adapt our vessels to the pur- | 


of harbors which have only a || 


| tee is of an entirely different character from that 
| of looking at sites for navy-yards; and [ will do 
justice to this committee by saying that, so far as 
{ saw their operations, they performed ‘the duty, 
| which I believe is the general duty of such com- 
mittees, most admirably . They did eat and drink 


|| ina manner that would do credit to any commit- 


sels to this small draught of || 


tee of this House. I do not attach any great 


oS 


\| weight to the opinion of the Naval Committee, any 
i D a > :s 2 
|| more than to the opinion of alike number of gen- 


‘| tlemen selected anywhere in this Mouse. 


| very 


Why, sir, | do not | 


|| looked at one of these sites 


|| them all. 
Only on those occasions, within my recol- | 


lection, has the Delaware river been frozen over as | 


far down as the town of Chester 
kept open all the 
seasons of all years, 
stances 


It is usually || 


I remember only those i in- 
sin which ithasnotbeen. Those instances 


way to Phil adelphia during all | 


may probably operate to the disadvantage of a site | 


nearer to Philadelphia than the town of Chester, 


Nota 
| man of them, so far as | know, is either a scien- 
| tific or a practical man in reference to this ques- 

tion. The members of that committee could have 


little means of information that this House 
! 


| itself cannot have; and I am sure I do them entire 


justice when I say that | admit their claims to 


} statesmanship, but I do not believe that they know 


The ice |! 


| how to drive a bolt in a vessel. 
| Now, it would appear to me almost impossible 

| that, throughout the entire territory of the Uni- 
|| ted States there should rot be places that would 
|| avoid the difficulties of both these sites. Are 
|| there not points that are not at least four, six, or 
| eight feet below the level of the tide, and, as they 
| Say, marshy at that? Are there not points that 
| are not liable to the objections alleged on account 
| of ice? Are there not points better in all requi- 


|| site particulars than either of the places alluded 
|| to? 


Are there not places that will not require 
|| cutting down from twenty to one hundred and 

twenty feet to make them eligible at all? Isthere 
|| not some eligible point within the limits of fresh 
water? I cannot believe there is not. But if a 


|| commission such as I contemplate in my propo- 
'| sition should fix upon New London, I, for ome 


would be satisfied. If, on the other hand, 

| should fix upon League Island, I shall also c 
satisfied. I shall then believe that these places, 
while they are bad, are still the best within the 


|| reach of the Government of the United States, 


and on that ground only will I consent to sucha 


|| selection. 


Now, there are two or three sites on the Dela- 
ware river, a considerable distance below the city 





j 


the objections that ope erate against League Island. 
|| One of them is Chester; anothe sr, Marcus Hook; 
‘another, New Castle. ‘This traveling committee 
and then condemned 
They do not say upon what ground 
they condemned them. They do not say that 
these sites are open tomost of the objections al- 
leged against League Island. They do not pre- 


‘tend to say that any of these sites require filling. 
| They d6 not pretend to say that either of them 
‘! can be charged with lacking proper foundation. 
Yet these thingsare assumed by agenera! sweep- 
They will admit, woo, these 


ing condemnation, 


of Philadelphia, which are not liable to some of 


ae 


. 
| 
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sites are nearer the ocean than League Island, 
and therefore less objectionable, according to their 
argument, on that account. 

Why these gentlemen did not visit all of these 
sites.itisdifficultformetosay. The Naval Com- 
mittee was not limited, as the commission was, 
and might and ought to have visited all of these 


sites. What I complain of, then, is that they did | 


not, but condemned them without examination. 


Let me say to this House that Chester or Mar- | 


cus Hook furnishes all of the advantages which 
| know of for an iron-clad navy-yard. 


New London, somewhere between eight and ten 
thousand. They are upon the Philadelphia, 
Wilmington, and Baltimore railroad. Workmen 
can come from Philadelphia or Wilmington in 
half an hour, at an expense of only eight cents 
by buying a season ticket. 

‘[ wish to add that at the point of Chester, of 
which I speak, the building of iron-clads has been 
soing on since the commencement of this war, 
and from eight hundred to a thousand men have 
been so employed. 
have been turned out from the town of Chester 
than perhaps the gentleman from Connecticut has 
ever seen. Materials, too, can be brought from 
the very mines and furnaces, and landed upon the 


Why, sir, more iron-clads | 


very spot where they are to be used, at either of | 
these sites, or at the town of New Castle below, | 


without the cost of a single transhipment. 

So, then, these towns are within the vicinity of 
workmen. ‘They are within the vicinity of mate- 
rials. They are in fresh water. 
from the danger of ice. 


‘They are free | 
They are better defensi- | 


ble than New London, They present advantages | 


which it is worth while for a commission to look 
at. All I ask is that all places be examined, and 
that selected which is best adapted to the purpose. 
It is with that view I offer the amendment, and 
1 sincerely trust the House will adopt it. 

Mr. PIKE. Whoever reads the lucid and very 
able report of the Secretary of the Navy must be 
gratified, if not surprised, at the rapid and enor- 


mous increase of the Navy since the commence- | 


ment of this rebellion. 
five hundred thousand tons of shipping—a very 
considerable fraction of the whole tonnage of the 
ccuntry. All sizes of vessels are embraced, from 
the tug of one hundred tons up to the Dunderberg 
of Mr. Webb, of more than seven thousand tons 
burden. Almost all of the kinds of ships known 
to naval architecture can be found in our Navy— 
all the practicable shapes and models, if not some 


It now consists of over | 
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| You will recollect the surprise of Lord Lyons, 





| when he asked whether this Government really 
| intended to blockade the whole southern coast. 


The pop- || 
ulation of that vicinity is about equal to that of | 


| blockade has been most perfect. 


It had in addition to that to hunt the piratical 
cruisers of the first naval Power into their various 
hiding-places, all over the world of waters; and 
when it came to warfare, it was the most difficult 


kind of naval warfare, that of attacking land bat- | 


teries; and who will say that in all of these par- 


ticulars the Navy has not accomplished its pur- | 


pose? 


The enormous price in the confederacy of arti- | 
cles which have to run the blockade, and the | 


nineteen hundred and seventy-nine prizes taken 
by our vessels, tell with a certainty that the 
And we have 
seen, in following the history of the war, that 
in its variousattacks upon land batteries the Navy 


| has been equally successful. The genius of Du 


Pont devised a new mode, and a most success- 


| ful one, at Port Royal, of attacking land forces, 


and this added greatly both to his own fame and 


that of our Navy; while the gallantry and. intre- | 


pidity of Farragut at New Orleans and Mobile 
placed our Navy foremost in the annals of ma- 
rine warfare. 


| gleams of victory streaming across the Atlantic 
from the guns of the Kearsarge off Cherbourg | 


strengthened the loyal heart of the country at a 


And we all but lately felt that the | 


time when it was greatly given to despondency. 


The blockade has been rigorously enforced, the 
warfare against land forces has been successfully 
conducted, and the British pirates sunk and driven 
into confederate ports, as the ocean with its myr- 


iad hiding-places was no longer safe forthem. A 


brilliant record for our gallant Navy. 
And the conclusion, Mr. Speaker, at which I 
arrive from the brief survey of the increase, the 


| present condition, and the action of the Navy for 
| the last four years, is that we have vessels enough 


for the present. We can afford fifty steamers lying | 


off and on to blockade the port of Wilmington. 


We fill the harbors of Charleston and of Savan- | 


| nah, and the bay of Mobile, with our armed 


ships, and still have enough to protect northern 
ports against the possibility of attack. 

It is apparently idle to talk about taking any 
of the principal southern ports without the as- 


| Sistance of the Army, but when Lieutenant Gen- 


| eral Grant is ready to detail a sufficient force for 


which are entirely impracticable. Machinery ofall || 


the approved patterns has been introduced to pro- 


upon the whole mechanical genius of the country | 


for the construction of these admirable engines of 
war. It has gone into the widest variety of ex- 
periment in order to bring about the completest 
vessels which can be obtained. Any one dis- 


posed to criticise its action would say that it has | 
I know that this is not || 


been too experimental. 
the general opinion, but those who have watched 


the detailed action of the Department must come | 


to the conclusion that if it has erred at all—and I 
do not say that it has—it has been in being too ex- 
perimental, in trying too many new devices rather 
than in adhering to the old models. 

In accomplishing this purpose, Mr. Speaker, 
there will have been expended during this Admin- 
istration $280,000,000,a very generous sum, and 


one which would startle us were it not that we have | 


become accustomed to the bewildering figures of || 


the War Department. This large sum, on the 
whole, has been wisely and prudently expended. 
lhe most rigorous examination has been made 


by committees of both branches of Congress, | 


some of them constituted strongly adverse to the 
present officers in charge of the Department, and 


nothing of misconduct worthy of the attention of | 


Congress has been found. Frauds, of course, 
there have been, but they have been ferreted out 
in the Department itself, and the guilty punished ; 
and, Mr. Speaker, in reviewing the action of the 
Navy since hostilities broke out, it is only bare 
justice to say that it has accomplished all that 
could have been expected of it. It had to do the 
dull, tedious labor of the blockade, according to 
the strictest of the latest decisions on that vexed 
subject—a blockade of a coast over thirty-five 
hundred miles in extent, and which was pro- 


| abundantly sufficient for present purposes. 


the purpose, the Navy will be, as it always has 
been, ready to furnish vessels of the fittest class 
for codperation in the work of the capture of Wil- 
mington, Charleston, or Mobile. 

And now, having accomplished thus much, I 


, || insist that for the purposes of this rebellion we 
peltheseships. The Navy Department has called || 


need not stretch another keel, at any rate not for | 


any vessel of considerable size. Ali we have to 
do now with our Navy is to keep the present force 
in repair. With six hundred and seventy-one 
vessels now in the service, the larger portion built 
since 1860, and with an ordnance production dur- 
ing the last year of more than fifteen hundred 
guns, I say our private and public ship-yards are 
We 
need no other facilities for the production of still 
more vessels. Letus finish those we have on the 
stocks, and then keep the whole in fighting trim, 
and we shall not lack in this branch of our great 
war. 

Why then, I ask this House, should we enter 
upon this enlarged expenditure for the purpose of 


| creating additional monsters of the sea, for fear 


of some possible future foreign war? Is it wise? 


Have we not enough to do now to furnish means 


to carry on this war? 
luctance that we now tax our constituents enough 


| to pay one third the current expenditures of the 


Government. Shall we rush into.the unknown 
sea of new expenditures, which can be demon- 


| strated to be wholly unnecessary, in order to 


| that our expenditures in that branch of 


nounced impossible by the European diplomats. || 


compass the present great purpose of the country ? 
| hope not. 

The surest guarantee against future war is to 
succeed in this. ‘The suppression of the rebellion 
is worth more to us, both for defense and offense, 
than a thousand ships. When that is done no 
nation will care to attack us, and we need not 
fear the combined attack of all Europe. 

With all due deference to the superior wisdom 
of the gentleman in charge of the Navy Depart- 
ment, Ido not hesitate to express the opinion 
our war 


—so necessary and so well made—have reached 


It is with the greatest re- | 


GLOBE. 





their highest point, and should, hereafter, be re- 
trenched. It will bea glorious day for the country 
when the same thing can, with truth, be said of 
the War Department, 

For the purpose, then, of adjourning this subject 
until some time in the future, a time of which I 
cannot but be hopeful, when the national obliga- 
tions may run up to at least fifty per cent. of 
their face in the most favorable mawkets, [ shall 
move to lay the subject on the table. In the 
mean time the investigation can go on, and we can 
ascertain in the large and broad expanse of this 
country where is the best site where in some fu- 
ture time we will establish a grand navy-yard 
where we can produce those perfect maritime 
creations which, at the same time that they are 
invulnerable at sea, shall possess that admirable 
power of propulsion which will make them the 
most rapid of vessels,and the most destructive to 
the enemies of our country. 

] move to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. THAYER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Having 
been summarily cut off from the remarks | in- 
tended to make upon this subject, | ask leave to 
print them. 

No objection was made. 

{The remarks will be published in the Appen- 
dix.] 

*'The question was taken on Mr. Pike’s motion, 
and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 80, 
nays 53, not voting 49; us follows: 

YLAS—Messrs. Aliey, Allison, Ames, Ashley, Augus- 
tus C. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blair, Blow, Boutwell, 
Brooks, James 8. Brown, Chanter, Ambrose W. Clark, 
Cobb, Cole, Cox, Cravens, Thomas ‘I’. Davis, Driggs, Eck- 
ley, Eden, Eldridge, Eliot, Farnsworth, Finek, Ganson, 
Gooch, Grider, Grinnell, Harding. Herrick, Higby, Holman, 
Asahel W. Hubbard, Hulburd, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, 
Knapp, Knox, Le Blond, Littlejohn, Long, Longyear, Mal- 
lory, Marey, McDowell, MeIndoe, Samuel F, Miller, Mor- 
rill, Daniel Morris, James R. Morris, Morrison, Noble, 
Odell, John O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pome 
roy, Price, Edward H. Roilins. Ross, Scott, Shannon, Sloan, 
Join B. Steele, Stuart, Sweat, Townsend, Tracy, Van 
Valkenburgh, Wadsworth, Ward, Elihu B. Washburne, 
William B. Washburn, Whaley, Wilson, and Benjamin 
Wood—S80, 

NAYS—Megsrs. Ancona, Arnold, Baily, John D. Bald- 
win, Blaine, Boyd, Brandegee, Broomall, Henry Winter Da- 
vis, Dawes, Dawson, Deming, Denison, Edgerton, English, 


| Frank, Hooper, Jolin I. Hubbard, Ingersoll, Kelley, ran 
| cis W. Kellogg, Law, Loan, Marvin, McAllister, Me Bride, 


McClurg, Wiiliam H. Miller, Moorhead, Amos Myers, 
Leonard Myers, Norton, Charles O'Neill, Pendleton, Sam- 
uel J. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, Schenck, Seotield, 
Smith, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, William G. Steele, Ste- 
vens, Stiles, Thayer, Upson, Webster, Wheeler, Williams, 
Wilder, Windom, and Yeaman—S3. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Al- 
len, Anderson, Bliss, William G. Brown, Freeman Clarke, 
Clay, Coffroth, Creswell, Dixon, Donnelly, Dumont, Pen 
ton, Garfield, Griswold, Hale, Hall, Harrington, Benjamin 
G. Harris, Charles M. Harris, Hotchkiss, Hutchins, Jenckes, 
Philip Johnson, William Jolinson, Julian, Kalbfleisch, Kas- 
son, King, Lazear, McKinney, Middleton, Nelson, Perry, 
Pruyn, Radford, William H. Randall, John H. Rice, Rob- 
inson, Rogers, James 8. Rollins, Strouse, Thomas, Voor- 
hees, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Wintield, Fer- 
nando Wood, and Woodbridge—49. 

So the whole subject was laid on the table. 

Mr. PIKE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion to lay on the table was adopt- 
ed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 


| on the table. 


The latter motion was adopted. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled an act (H. R. No. 464) 
for the relief of Deborah Jones; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

RECIPROCITY TREATY. 

The SPEAKER stated that the business next 
in order was the consideration of joint resolution 
(11. R. No. 56) authorizing the President to give 
the requisite notice for terminating the treaty 
made by Great Britain on behalf of the British 
provinces in North America, and to appoint com- 
missioners to negotiate a new treaty with the 
British Government based upon the true principles 
of reciprocity, said resolution having been post- 
poned on the Ist of April last until this day. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Whatis the 
precise position of the joint resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall it pass ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Is it open 
to amendment? 


The SPEAKER. 


It is not. 
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Mr. ene vo 


tle fro v Yor k, Mr. Warp,] who has 
chare nig , to allow me to offer 
a ib ite the jommt f luuion for uncond- 
tior l f 

Pie SPEAKER. Notunless the vote by which 
the joint resolution was ordered to be engro sed 
and read third ¢ me, shall be reconsidered by 
; neral os c : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is that motion in 
ord r 

‘J ARE AR. It is if the gentleman voted 
for tl ‘th r r 

Mr. 4 (RNSWORTH. I think I did, and I 
m™m kk liye A tion te reco ider, 

Mr. ¥ v ARD. The pr srvilyle was adopted, and 
before the previou question was moved on the 
pi ; f the joint resolution the gentleman 


trom Penusylvania [Mr. Stevens] moved 


to post- 
po it Lhe JUeSUON HOW 18 On its passag 


sal 
» and 


on that I mand the previou thy n 

Mr. MORRILL. tb: il toth ntleman to 
withdraw the previous question for a moment 
] é. “ int to make an ex Anion 

Nr. SHBURNE, of Lilinoi The pre 
vious aur nean be voted down 

The “AKE it. “1 adem a for the pre- 
viou te non would not cut off the privileged 
motion to reconsider the third reading, although 
the second of the previous question would. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of IHlinois. I think the 
Hor Cs how pre red to ad pot the resolution 
for notice pur Gg sin; , lt came within a 
vote or two of it last sessron, and from what hag 
transpired e, Lthink we ou ull agree that 
the nolice Oueht to be iveti. I Hope, thewe fore ’ 
that the Liouse will allow me to offer that propo- 


sition aeain. 
Mr. WARD. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to 


having that | reposition aga isubmitted, lt was 
voted das at the ist seeeion of Conrress 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. By a very 


close Votr, 
Mr. WARD. 


propose to haven 


} 


I shall there 


direel vou 


ject to it. I 


fore Oo 


upon this jomt reso- 
lution. 
Mr. MORRILI I hope the gentleman will 





ACER, Del 
W AS {tf 


be "ties con 


ate is notin order. 
URNEIE, of Hlinois. What would 


ition of the bill in case the previous 
question be not seconded ? 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution would 
be open to discussion and amendment. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Hlinois. Then I hope 
the previous question will be voted down. 

Mr. STEVENS. I ask the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Warp] whether he will agree to 
allow A motion to strike outof the jot re: 
all after and tncluding the word * unless, 
to make ly direct notice ° be 
termination of the treaty. | will be 
to vote for tl The idea of author- 
Zing a COMMISSION Is against Lhe geniusof all our 
legislation, Such 
yrovince of the Government. 

WARD. 1 insist upon the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr.STEVENS. Then 1 move to lay the joint 
resolution on the table . 

Mr. MORRILL. Lhope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will withdraw that motion. 


olution 
” 

so 08s 
it sim) riven of the 
then willing 


ey pPositl nn. 


a matter is solely within the 


Mr. STEVENS. 1 will withdraw it for the 
present, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by 


the Journal clerk that the yeas and nays were not 
taken on ordering the joint resolution to be read 
a third time. The yeas and nays were taken on 
the amendments. Any gentleman, therefore, can 
move to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was ordered to i read a third time. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the joint resolution was or- 
dered to be read a third time. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on ordering the jointres- 
olution to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. MORRILL. | offer the following as a sub- 
stitute forthe j int resolution, and | move the pre- 
vious question on the whek subject. 

Mr. WARD. Is not that substitute the s 
as was voted down at the last session? 

TheSPEAKER, There isan important change 
from the one voted down at last session. 


same 


Change di 


that a motion to recommit is in order 
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Ie it notin order for the gen- 


Mr. WARD. Is ita different proposition ¢ 

The SPEAKER. It tsadifferent proposition. 

The substitute was read, as follow 

Whereas by the rec pracity eaty. concluded the Sth day 
of June. and ratified on the Sib day of Beptember, A. VD. 
1434, between the United States of America and the Queen 

Great Uritain, tor the period ¢ ur years from the date 
t which it should come into operation; and further, until 
the expiration of twelve montis after either of tue high 


contracting parties should give other of its 


Wish to terminate the 


notice tothe 


fun, ¢ 





parties, according to the provisions of article fifth of said 
treaty, being at liberty to giv uch notice to the other at | 
the ond of said term of t years, or atany tine afterwards, 
and thereby annul! and al mite said treaty; and whereas | 
it has become desirable to terminate said Weaty in the man 
ner therein provid i iis terms no longer appear re 
ciprocally beveticial or satixfactory: With 2 view, there 
fore. that steps be taken for the termination of the said 
treaty of the othordu A.D. 1554, inthe mode preseribed 
in its filth article, at the earh st practicable period therein 


provided | mad that the attentim of the Governments ot 
both count may be directed tothe adoption ®f all proper | 
measures for an amicable adjustment of any matters of dif 
ference or dispute which may remain or arise in couse- | 
quence ¢ ! termination of said treaty, 

R- hy the Senate ant Iouse of Representatives of | 
the United States of .timer t in Congress assembled, ‘That 
t | Klent of the United States be, and be is hereby, 
ut rized nd ree yuested to give 10 the Government ot the 
Cyt mn ot Great Britain and Ireland the notice 





of the 


June, A.D. 1854, 1 


by the filth article 


said reciprocity treaty 
x the termination of the 


f ihe otitoi 


ir, WARD. Mr. 


tleman from Vermont wall ¢ x plain 


hone the 


the difference 


Spe aker, I gen- 


between his substitute and the proposition voted 
aaa 
downatlastsession, I cannot perceive the differ- 


‘Tite SPEAKER. 
wo Ie 66 nt his 
the words ‘Sand 


the words 


discretion’? are struck out, and 
requested” 
“Government of Great 
to the We rad 


Britain’’ are 
s ** Government of the Uni- 
1 Kined om of Great Britain and Treland.’’ 
aay: WARD T here is another pointof order. 
‘The preamble has been already adopted, and there 
ins been no motion to reconsider it. 
The SPEAKER. The whole joint resolution 


is thrown open by the reconsideration of the vote 





‘ previous que stion was seconded, and the 


main q estion order d, which was on agreeing to | 


Mr. Morritt’ 


The question was 


$s substitute. 

aed taken upon the substi- 
tute offered by Mr. Morrixt to tle original res- 
lution; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now 
the vote by which the preamble was adopted, 

Mr. WARD. I submit that it is not proper, 
afier this lapse of time, to move a reconsideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point 
of orde of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Warp] iswell taken. After one day the motion 
to recou: Gide ‘r cannot be submitted except on Mon- 
day on a motion to suspend the rules. No objec- 
tion having been made to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was ordered to a third 
reading, the Chair considered the motion to re- 
consider as having been entertained by unani- 
mous consent, 

=e Fr AR NSW ORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the House adopted the substitute 
of ‘chee, gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Morritt,] 
and also moved to Iay that motion on the table; 
which was agrecd to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope this joint resolution 
will not be sent to the Senate until we can have 
AIrepport unity to move a reconsideration of the 
pream He on Mond: ly next. 

The SPEAKER. As the majority of the 
House evidently seems desirous to get at this 
resolution in some shape, the Chair will suggest 


third reading has been ordered 

Mr. WARD. 1 will then move to recommit 
this joint resolution to the Committee on Com- 
merece. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend that mo- 
tion by substituting the C 
Means for the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WARD. Would it be in order at this 
time to move to lay the whole subject on the 
table? 

The 2 hata ye 

Mr. WARD. 


It would. 


call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeus and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and it was decided in 


ich of the high contraeting |) 


| Allen, 


The difference is that the |} 


inserted; also that || 


ering it to be engrossed and read athied time. 


move to reconsider | 





after the | 


Committee of Waysand | 


i then move that the whole sub- || 
ject be laid on the table, and upon that motion I 
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the negative—yeas 45, nays 84, not voting 53; as 
follows: 

YERAS—Mesers . Baily Angu tus C. Baldwin, 
Chanter, Proeman © Sobb. Cox. Cravens. Thomas T 
Davie. Donn ly, aden, rion, Btdridge, Finck. Freak, 
Grider, Tlarriagton, nick, Kuapp, Law, Litthejolhy, 
Long, Matlory, Marey, McDowell, McKinney, Wiiliain Ef. 
Miller. James R. Morris, Morrison, Noble, John O°N cit 
Pendicton, Samuel J. Randall, Ross, Seott, William G. 
Steele, Stiles, Siuart, Sweat, Townsend, Wadsworth, 
Ward, Wheeler, Windom, and Benjamin Wood—45. 

NAY*—Mesers. Alley, Allison, Ames, Ancoua, Ashley, 
_— 1. Baldw in, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Blow, Bout 

. Boyd, Braudegee, Brooks, Broomall, James 8. Brown, 
maaheos e W Chirk, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Dawes, 
Daw-<on, Denison, Dixou, Eckley, English, F arnsworth, 


Ganson, Gooch. Grinnell, Higby, Holman, Hooper, Hoteh- 
kiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, John UW. Hubbard, Wulburd, In- 
versoll, Julian, Kelley, Peaneis W. Kellogg, Kernan, Knox, 
Marvin, MeAllister, McClurg, MeIndoc, Samuel F. Miller, 
Moorhead, Morritl, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard 
Myers. Norton, Odell, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, 
Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Priee, Radford, Alexander H, 
Riee, Jolin H. Riee, Edward Hf. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, 
Shannon, Stoan, Smith, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, John B. 
steele, Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, Van 
Vatkenburgh. Elitu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, 
Williams, Wilder, and Wilson—84. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J, 
Anderson, Blair, Bliss, William G. Brown, Clay, 
Coffroth, Creswell, Deming. Driggs, Dumont, Eliot, Fenton, 
Garfield, Griswold, Hate, Hall, Harding, Benjamiu G. Har- 
ris, Charles M. Harris, Hutchins, Jenckes, Philip Johnson, 
William Johnson, Kalbfleisech, Kasson, Orlando Kellogg, 
King, Lazear, Le Blond, Loan, Longyear, MeBride, Mid- 
dleton, Nelson, Perry, Pruyn, William H. Randall, Robin- 
son, Rogers, James S. Rollins, Strouse, Voorhees, Web- 
ster, Whale y, ( ‘hilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Win- 
field, Fernando Wood, Woodbridge, and Yeaman—53. 


So the motion to lay on the table was notagreed 
to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. WARD. I made a motion to recommit 
to the Committee on Commerce. The gentleman 


| from Vermont [Mr. Morriti] moved to amend 


by referring the subject to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw any motion or 
suggestion of that kind which | made. I prefer 


| to have it passed now. 


The demand for the previous question was then 


| seconded, and the main question was ordered. 


The question was then taken upon the mo- 
tion of Mr. Warp to recommit to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon ordering the joint 


| resolution to be read athird time, and being taken 


it was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the joint 
resolution. 

Upon this question Mr. Morrie called forthe 
previous question. 

Mr. WARD. Lunderstand we are now to take 
a vote simply upon the resolution, and not upon 
the preamble. 

The SPEAKER. The preamble was read the 
third time on the Ist of April last. A motion to 
reconsider the preamble was made by the gentle- 
man from Vermont, [Mr. Morritt,] and the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Warp] raised the 
point of order that the motion to reconsider could 
not be entertained at this time, which point the 
Chair sustained. The question is now upon the 
passage of the joint resolution and the preamble 
together, upon which the gentle man from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Morritx] demands the previous ques- 
tion. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. WARD. [call for the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of this joint resolution, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in 


| the affirmative—yeas 85, nays 57, not voting 40; 
| as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Allison, Ames, Ashley. Baily, Augustus 


| C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, 


Blow, Boutwell, Boyd, Brandegee, Brooks, Broomall, Anm- 
brose W. Clark, Cole, Heury Winte r Davis, Dawes, Dixon, 
Eckley, Euglish, Farnsworth, Ganson, Gooch, Grinne it, 
Higby, Holman, Looper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W:? Hubbard, 
Johu H. Hubbard, Hulburd, Ingersoll, Jenckes, Jufian, 
Kelley, Francis W. Krliogs, Orlando Kellogg, ‘Kernan, 
Kuox, Loan, Marvin, McClurg, Samuel F. Miller, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Danie! Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, 
Norton, Odell, Charles O°’ Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, 
Robinson, Edward U1. Rollins, Seheuck, Scofield, Scott, 
Shannon, Sloan, Sinith, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, Stevens, 
Thayer, Thomas, ‘Tracy, Upson, Van Vaikenburgh Elihu 


B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Whaley, Williams, 
' Wilder, Witson, and Yeaman—85. 
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